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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Agriculture 

section 213.3313(a) is amended by re¬ 
voking subparagraph (24) since the au¬ 
thority for this position was already 
encompassed in subparagraph (5). Ef¬ 
fective on publication In the Federal 
Register* subparagraph <24) of para¬ 
graph (a) of § 213.3313 is revoked. 

(5 Uii.C. 3301. 3302. E.O. !0577. 10 PR. 7621. 
3 CFR, 1064-68 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

(seal) James C. Spry. 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

IF K Doc. 67-10033; mod. Aug, 26, 1967; 
8:46 a m | 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Health* Education* 
and Welfare 

Section 213.3316 is amended to show 
that the position of Deputy Assistant 
Secretary t Family Planning and Popula¬ 
tion) la excepted under Schedule C, 
Effective on publication in the Federal 
Register, a new subparagraph (8) is 
Added to paragraph <h> of $ 213.3316 as 
se‘. nut below. 

§ 2U.1316 Department of llrulllt* Kelt!* 
ration, and Wrlfarr. 


<h* O/flce of the Assistant Secretary 
for Health and Scientific Affairs. • • • 
<8; Deputy Assistant Secretary (Fam¬ 
ily Planning and Population). 

• • • • • 
l, 3.C. 3301, 3302, K.O. 10577. 19 F-R. 7621. 
3 < 1964-68 Comp , p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 
s eal 1 James C. Spry. 

Executive Assistant to 
th c Com rniysioners. 

IEP. Doc. G7-I0C34; Filed. Aug. 26. 1667; 
8:46 A.m | 


PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Housing and Home Finance Agency 

Section 213.3344 Is amended to show 
that a number of positions in paragraph 
and two positions In paragraph (c) 
&re no longer excepted under schedule 


C. Effective on publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, paragraphs <a> and (c) 
of } 213.3344 are amended as set out 
below. 


§213.3344 flouring and Home Finance 
Agency* 

(a) Office of the Administrator, (!) 
l Revoked 1 

(2) (Revoked 1 

(3) lRevoked] 


<5> fRevoked] 
(6) 1 Revoked! 
<7> I Revoked] 


(10» 1 Revoked 1 


< 12) [Revoked! 
<13) L Revoked 1 


*16) 1 Revoked 1 


(22) [Revoked] 


1241 l Revoked I 


<26) [Revoked] 


<28> (Revoked) 


(30) I Revoked) 


(32) [Revoked] 
<33) (Revoked) 
<34* t Revoked 1 


(37) [Revoked) 


• 42) l Revoked 1 

• 43> [Revoked! 
*44) [Revokedl 

• 45) (Revoked) 


<47> (Revoked! 


(c) Public Housing 
tion • • • 

(2) (Revokedl 


Adyninlstra - 


• 5> (Revokedl 


<6 UJ3.C. 3301, 3302. E.O. 10577. 19 F.R 7521. 
3 CFR, 1054-68 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

I seal I James C. Spry. 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

|FR Doc 67-10035. Filed. Aug. 25. 1667; 
8 .45 a m | 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Office of Economic Opportunity 

Section 213.3373 is amended to show 
that the title of the position of Associate 
Director for Volunteer Recruitment and 
Community Relations has been changed 
to Associate Director for Recruitment. 
Selection and Community Relations; and 
that the positions of Associate Director 
for Selection and Training and Associate 
Director for Project Development and 
Field Support are no longer excepted 
under schedule C. Effective on publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register, paragraph 
(c) of $ 213.3373 is amended as set out 
below. 

§213.3373 Office of Economic Oppor¬ 
tunity* 

* • • • # 

<c> Volunteers in Service to America 
Programs. • • • 

(5) One Associate Director for Re¬ 
cruitment. Selection and Community 
Relations. 

(6) (Revokedl 

(7) [Revoked! 

• • • • • 

15 0.8 C. 3301. 3302. E O. 10677. 10 F R 7321. 
3 CFR. 1654-68 Camp . p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

(seal] James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

|FR Doc 67-10036; Filed. Aug 25. 1967; 
8:45 A.m.| 

Title 7-AGRICUITURE 

Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary of 
Agriculture 

(Import Reg. 1. Revision 3; Arndt 2| 

part 6—import quotas and 

FEES 

Subpart—Section 22 Import Quotas 

Licenses For Importation or American- 
Type Cheese, Other Than Cheddar 

Import Regulation 1. Revision 3. was 
amended <32 F.R. 10833. July 25. 1967> 
to implement Presidential Proclamation 
3790. dated June 30, 1967, by adding 
f 6.32 to provide for the Issuance of li¬ 
censes for the importation of American- 
type cheese, other than Cheddar, and the 
Increased quantity of Cheddar cheese 
during the period July 1. 1967, through 
December 31. 1987. In order to clarify 
the provisions thereof with respect to 
the issuance of licenses for the importa¬ 
tion of American-type cheese, other than 
Cheddar, to persons who are successors 
in interest to persons who imported 
American-type cheese, other than Ched¬ 
dar. during the base period but who are 
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no longer actively operating such busi¬ 
ness, i 6.32(c) (1) (1) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 6.32 UrniMfi for the importation of 
\nifrirnn*ly|)f rhec**, other than 
Qirddar, and im*rra*ed quantity of 
Cheddar rhee*e during the period 
July 1, 1967, through December 31, 


(C)(1) • • • 

(i) American-type chccsc, other than 
Cheddar: Any person who imported 
American-type cheese, other than Ched¬ 
dar. during the base period January 1, 
1961, through December 31. 1965. and 
was on June 30, 1967, actively operating 
an independent business of Importing 
dairy products is eligible to receive a 
license to import a share of the quota 
quantity for American-type cheese, other 
than Cheddar, for the period July 1.1967, 
through December 31. 1967 <less that set 
aside for new business). Such share 
shall be determined by prorating the 
quota quantity among the eligible appli¬ 
cants on the basis of the quantities of 
such cheese imported by such persons 
from the country of origin during the 
base period. The quantity of American- 
type cheese, other than Cheddar, im¬ 
ported during the base period by a person 
who was not on June 30, 1967, actively 
operating an independent business of 
importing dairy products shall, for the 
purpose of determining the quota shares 
of eligible applicants, be deemed to have 
been imported by his succesor in interest. 
If any, to whom such business has been 
sold, assigned or otherwise transferred, 
who was actively operating such business 
on June 30. 1967. The specified -other 
countries- shall be treated as one for the 
purposes of this provision. 

• • • • • 

It Is hereby determined that the fore¬ 
going amendment 2 of Import Regula¬ 
tion 1, Revision 3, Is necessary In order 
to effect an equitable distribution among 
importers of the quotas established by 
Presidential Proclamation 3790 and must 
be made immediately since such quotas 
have become effective. Therefore, under 
section 553 of Title 5 of the United States 
Code it is found upon good cause that 
notice and other public rule making pro¬ 
cedure concerning the amendment are 
impracticable, unnecessary, and contrary 
to the public interest and that good cause 
exists for making the amendment 
effective less than 30 days after publica¬ 
tion In the Feoerai. Register. 

Proposals for amendment or modifica¬ 
tion this amendment arc tmlted. They 
may be addressed to the Chief. Import 
Branch. Foreign Agricultural Service 
Washington. D.C. 20250. All proposals 
should be accompanied by a written 
statement In explanation and support of 
such proposal. 

Issued at Washington. D.C H this 22d 
day of August 1967. 

Roy W. Lennartson. 

Acting Administrator , 
Foreign Agricultural Service, 

|F.K. Doc. 67-10077; Filed. Aug. 25, 1967; 

8:49 a.m,| 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Chapter IX—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

(Valencia Orange Reg. 2171 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 908.517 Valencia Orange Regulation 
217. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valen¬ 
cia oranges grown In Arizona and des¬ 
ignated part of California, effective un¬ 
der the applicable provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended <7 U.S.C. 601-674), and 
upon the basis of the recommendations 
and information submitted by the Va¬ 
lencia Orange Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It Is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 UJS.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective In order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuf¬ 
ficient, and a reasonable time Is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time: and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Va¬ 
lencia oranges and the need for regula¬ 
tion; interested persons w r ere afforded an 
opportunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting: the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting Information for 
regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after such meeting was 
held: the provisions of this section, in¬ 
cluding its effective time, are identical 
with the aforesaid recommendation of 
the committee, and information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han¬ 
dlers of such Valencia oranges: it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
section effective during the period herein 
specified; and compliance with this sec¬ 
tion w r ill not require any special prepara¬ 
tion on the part of persons subject 
hereto which cannot be completed on or 
before the effective date hereof. Such 


committee meeting was held on Au. 
gust 24.1967. 

(b) Order. (I) The respective quan¬ 
tities of Valencia oranges grown in 
Arizona and designated part of Cali¬ 
fornia which may be handled during the 
period August 27, 1967, through Septem¬ 
ber 2. 1967. are hereby fixed as follows 

(1) District!: 110.500cartons; 

<U) District2: 539,500 cartons: 

(ill) District 3: unlimited movement 

(2) As used In tills section, “handled “ 
“handler/* “District 1/* “District 2.” 
•'District 3/’ and “carton" have the same 
meaning as when used In said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. SI, M amended; 7 Use 
601-674) 

Dated: August 25,1967. 

Paul A. Nicholson. 
Acting Director, Fruit and Vtg- 
etable Division , Consumer and 
Marketing Service . 

|PH. Doc. 67-10151: FUed, Aug. 15. 1967; 
2:24 pm] 


(Lemon Reg. 2821 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 
§ 910.582 Lemon Regulation 282. 

(a) Findings . (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemon* 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended (7 UB.C 601- 
674). and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and Information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Commit¬ 
tee. established under the said amend'd 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of han¬ 
dling of such lemons, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
Interest to give preliminary notice, en¬ 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective dale of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof In the Federal Register <5 VS C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section mud 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi¬ 
cient. and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for prepara'ion 
for such effective time: and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for lemons and the need for 
regulation; Interested persons were af¬ 
forded an opportunity to submit infor¬ 
mation and views at this meeting; the 
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recommendation and supporting infor¬ 
mation for regulation during the period 
gpectfled herein were promptly submitted 
to the Department after such meeting 
vos held: the provisions of this section. 
Including its effective time, are identical 
w tth the aforesaid recommendation of 
the c iminittee, and information concern¬ 
ing Mich provisions and effective time has 
been disseminated among handlers of 
such lrmons; it is necessary, in order to 
effectuate the.declared policy of the act. 
to make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per¬ 
sons subject hereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted on or before the effective date 
hereof Such committee meeting was held 
on August 22.1067. 

tb> Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period August 27. 1967. through Sep¬ 
tember 2. 1967. are hereby fixed as 
follows: 

<t> District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(il> District 2: 209.250 cartons; 

itil) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

<2> As used in this section, ’ handled/* 
District V "District 2/* "District 3” 
and carton* have the same meaning as 
when used In the said amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order. 

iScco 1-10, 48 8lat. SI. a* amended: 7 US.C 

Ml-674) 

Duted: August 24.1967. 

Paul A. Nicholson. 

Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

(PR Doc. 67-10109: Piled. Aug 25. 1967; 

8:40 am) 


(Plum Reg. 5. Arndt. 1 1 

PART 917—FRESH PEARS, PLUMS, 
AND PEACHES GROWN IN CALI¬ 
FORNIA 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market¬ 
ing agreement., as amended, and Order 
No 017. as amended (7 CFR Pan 917). 
regulating the handling of fresh pears, 
plums, and peaches grown in California, 
effective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations of the Plum Commodity 
Committee, and upon other available in¬ 
formation. it is hereby found that the 
limitation of shipments of specified va¬ 
rieties of plums, in the manner herein 
Provided* will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

2) It is hereby further found that it 
15 ‘^-practicable and contrary to the pub- 
Uc interest to give preliminary notice. 
fr ^*age in public rule-making procedure. 
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and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) in that, as hereinafter set forth, the 
time intervening between the date when 
information upon which this regulation 
is based became available and the time 
when this regulation must become effec¬ 
tive In order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act is insufficient; compli¬ 
ance with the provisions of this regula¬ 
tion will not require of handlers any 
preparation therefor which cannot be 
completed by the effective time hereof; 
and this amendment relieves restrictions 
on the handling of Late Duarte vaflety 
of plums. 

It Is, therefore, ordered that the pro¬ 
visions of paragraph «a)<2) of i 917.393 
• Plum Reg. 5, 32 F.R. 8063) are hereby 
amended to increase the percentage of 
Late Duarte plums smaller than the 
3x4x5 size, but not smaller than 4x5 
size, permitted to be shipped from a 
proportion equal to 100 percent of the 
3x4x5 size to a proportion equal to 150 
percent of such size. As amended 
9 917.393ia) (2) reads as follows <for pur¬ 
poses of clarity subparagraph <l) is 
included): 

§ 917.303 Plum Regulation 5. 

<a> Order . <1> During the period 
June 6. 1967, through October 31. 1967. 
no handler shall ship from any shipping 
point during any day any package or 
container of Santa Rosa. Duarte. Presi¬ 
dent. or Late Duarte plums, except to the 
extent otherwise permitted under this 
paragraph, unless such plums are of a 
size that, when packed in a standard 
basket, they will pack at least a 3 x 4 x 5 
standard pack. 

<2) During each day of such period 
any handler may ship from any shipping 
point a quantity of each such variety of 
plums which are smaller than the size 
prescribed in subparagraph <l> of this 
paragraph: Provided. That, the quantity 
of such smaller size plums of the Santa 
Rosa. Duarte, Late Duarte, or President 
varieties, respectively, shall not exceed 
one hundred (190) percent, and the 
quantity of Late Duarte may. beginning 
on August 23. 1967. exceed one hundred 
(100) percent but not exceed one hun¬ 
dred fifty (150) percent, of the number 
of the same type of packages or contain¬ 
ers of the respective variety shipped by 
such handler which meet the size re¬ 
quirements of said subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph; and all such smaller 
plums shall be of a size that w hen packed 
in a standard basket, they will pack at 
least a 4 x 5 standard pack. 


The provisions of this amendment 
shall become effective August 23. 1967. 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. ft* amended; 7 DSC. 
601674) 

Dated: August 22, 1967. 

Paul A. Nicholson. 
Deputy Director. Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service . 

IF-R Doc. 67-10055; Filed. Aug. 25. 1067; 
8:47 ft.cn. | 


Chapter X—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Milk), Department of 
Agriculture 

(Milk Order 761 

PART 1076—MILK IN EASTERN SOUTH 
DAKOTA MARKETING AREA 

Order Amending Order 
§ 1076.0 Finding* anti ilrlcrtnirmtion*. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth arc supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto: and all of the said previous find¬ 
ings and determinations are hereby rati¬ 
fied and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determi¬ 
nations set forth herein. 

<a> Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U.8.C. 601 et seq,), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders <7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon cer¬ 
tain proposed amendments to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the or¬ 
der regulating the handling of milk in 
the Eastern South Dakota marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence in¬ 
troduced nt such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1 > The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

<2> The parity prices of milk, as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act. 
arc not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be In the public interest; 

(3) The said order os hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk In the 
same manner as. and Is applicable only to 
persons in the respective classes of In¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in. a marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

rb> Additional findings. It is necessary 
in the public interest to make this order 
amending the order effective not later 
than September 1. 1967. Any delay be¬ 
yond that date would tend to disrupt the 
orderly marketing of milk in the market¬ 
ing area. 

The provisions of the said order ore 
known to handlers The recommended 
decision of Deputy Administrator. Regu¬ 
latory Programs, was Issued July 13,1967. 
and the decision of the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary containing all amendment provi¬ 
sions of this order was issued August 14. 
1967. The changes effected by this order 
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will not require extensive preparation or 
substantial alteration In method of oper¬ 
ation for handlers. In view of the fore¬ 
going. It Is hereby found and determined 
that good cause exists for making this 
order amending the order effective Sep¬ 
tember 1.1967. and that it would be con¬ 
trary to the public interest to delay the 
effective date of this amendment for 30 
days after its publication in the Ftderal 
Register. (Sec. 553(d), Administrative 
Procedure Act, 5 U-S.C. 551-559.) 

<c> Determinations . It is hereby de¬ 
termined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations spec¬ 
ified in section 8c<9> of the Act) of more 
than 50 percent of the milk, which is 
marketed within the marketing area, to 
sign a proposed marketing agreement, 
tends to prevent the effectuation of the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The issuance of this order, amend¬ 
ing the order. Is the only practical means 
pursuant to the declared policy of the Act 
of advancing the interests of producers 
as defined in the order as hereby 
amended; and 

<3> The issuance of the order amend¬ 
ing the order is approved or favored by 
at least two-thirds of the producers who 
during the determined representative 
period were engaged in the production 
of milk for sale in the marketing area. 

Order relative to handling . It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the ef¬ 
fective date hereof, the handling of milk 
In the Eastern South Dakota marketing 
area shall be in conformity to and in 
compliance with the terms and condi¬ 
tions of the aforesaid order, as amended, 
and as hereby further amended, as 
follows: 

§ 1076.12 [Amended] 

1. In the Introductory text preceding 
paragraph (a) of I 1076.12. the phrase 
“in paragraph (a) or <b)“ is changed to 
read “in paragraph (a), (b). or (c> M . 

2. Section 1076.12 Is revised by add¬ 
ing thereto a new paragraph (c) to read 
as follows: 

(c) A plant, other than a distributing 
plant, operated by a cooperative associa¬ 
tion If more than 50 percent of the total 
milk supply of producer members of such 
cooperative association is shipped to 
pool distributing plants of other han¬ 
dlers during the month, either directly 
from the farm or by transfer from the 
plant of the cooperative association; 
Provided . That if a portion of such as¬ 
sociation’s plant is physically apart from 
the Ornde A portion of such plant, is 
operated separately and Is not approved 
by any health authority for the receiv¬ 
ing. processing or packaging of any fluid 
milk product for Grade A disposition, it 
shall not be considered as part of a pool 
plant pursuant to this section. 

3. In 5 1076.14, paragraph (c) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1076,1‘I Producer milk. 

• • • • • 

(c) With respect to diversions to non¬ 
pool plants pursuant to paragraphs (a) 
(2) and (b)(1) of this section: 


(1) A cooperative handler may divert 
for Its account the milk of any member 
producer, whose milk is delivered to a 
distributing pool plant on at least 3 days 
during the month during the other days 
of such month. The total quantity of 
milk so diverted may be without limit 
during the months of March, April. May. 
and June, but shall not exceed 35 per¬ 
cent of Its member producer milk re¬ 
ceived at all pool plants during any other 
month of the year. Diversions in excess 
of such percentage shall not be con¬ 
sidered producer milk, and the diverting 
cooperative shall specify the dairy farm¬ 
ers whose milk is ineligible as producer 
milk. If the cooperative association fails 
to designate such dairy fanners whose 
milk Is Ineligible, producer milk status 
shall be forfeited with respect to all milk 
diverted to a nonpool plant by such co¬ 
operative association; and 

(2) A handler in his capacity as the 
operator of a distributing pool plant may 
divert for his account the milk of any 
producer, other than a member of a co¬ 
operative association which has diverted 
milk pursuant to subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph, whose milk is received at 
a pool plant on at least 3 days during the 
month, without limit during the other 
days of such month. The total quantity 
of milk so diverted may be without limit 
during the months of March, April, May. 
and June, but during any other month 
of the year shall not exceed 35 percent 
of the milk received from producers who 
are not members of a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation which has diverted milk pursuant 
to subparagraph (1) of tills paragraph. 
Diversions in excess of such percentage 
shall not be considered producer milk, 
and the diverting handler shall specify 
the dairy farmers whose milk is ineligible 
as producer milk. If the handler fails to 
designate such dairy fanners whose milk 
is ineligible, producer milk status shall 
be forfeited with respect to all milk di¬ 
verted to a nonpool plant by such han¬ 
dler; and 

(3) For the purpose of location ad¬ 
justments pursuant to 98 1076.53 and 
1076.75. milk so diverted shall be priced 
at the location of the plant from which 
diverted. 

§§ 1076.19,1076.20 [ Revoked 1 

4. Sections 1076.19 and 1076.20 are 
revoked. 

5. In 5 1076.27 paragraph (J)(2) is re¬ 
vised and (J) (3) is revoked as follows: 

8 1076.27 Dutirm, 

• • • • • 

()>••• 

(2) The 12th day of each month the 
uniform price computed pursuant to 
5 1076.72 and the producer butterfat dif¬ 
ferential computed pursuant to $ 1076.74; 

(3> lRevoked] 


6. In | 1076.30. paragraph (aXlXl) 
Is revised to read as follows: 

§ 1076.30 Report* of receipt* and ulili- 
cation. 


<»)••• 


< 1 > • • • 

(1) Producer milk. 

• • • • • 

7. In 8 1076.31. paragraph (b) Is re- 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1076.31 Payroll report*. 

• • • • « 

(b) The pounds of milk received and 
the average butterfat content thereof; 

• • • • • 

8. In 5 1076.72 the heading M Compuu. 
tion of weighted average price* u 
changed to “Computation of uniform 
price," paragraph (b) is revised, and new 
paragraphs ic) through (g) are addl'd to 
read as follows: 

§ 1076.72 Computation of uniform 
price. 

• • • • • 

(b) Subtract not less than four cents 
nor more than five cents from the price 
computed pursuant to paragraph of 
this section. The result shall be known 
as the “weighted average price”, and ex¬ 
cept for the months of March through 
June and September through October, 
shall be the uniform price for milk re¬ 
ceived from producers; 

<c) For the months specified in para¬ 
graphs (d> and (e) of this section, sub¬ 
tract from the amount resulting from 
the computations pursuant to 9 1076 71 
an amount computed by multiplying the 
hundredweight of milk specified in para¬ 
graph (a)(2) of this section by the 
weighted average price; 

(d) Subtract during each of the 
months of March, April, May and June 
an amount computed by multiplying the 
total hundredweight of producer milk 
for such month by 15 cents; 

(e) Add during each of the months 
of September, October and November 
one-third of the amount subtracted pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (d> of this section: 

<f) Divide the resulting sum by the 
total hundredweight of producer milk 
included in these computations; and 
(g) Subtract not less than four cents 
nor more than five cents per hundred¬ 
weight. The result shall be the uniform 
price for milk received from producers. 

8 1076.73 [Revoked] 

9. Section 1076.73 Is revoked. 

10. In 9 1076.75. paragraph (a) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1076.75 Location differential* to pro¬ 
ducer* and on nonpool milk. 

(a) The uniform price computed pur¬ 
suant to 9 1076.72 for producer milk re¬ 
ceived at a pool plant shall be reduced 
according to the location of the pool 
plant, at the rates set forth In 8 1076.53; 
and 

• • • • • 

11. In 8 1076.76. paragraph (b) Is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1076.76 Notification of handler*. 

• • • • • 

(b) The uniform price computed pur¬ 
suant to 9 1076.72. 
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§ 1076.80 l Amended 1 
12 In paragraph (a)(2) of 1 1076.80. 
the word ‘‘prices'* Is changed to **price 
the phrase “and 1076.73** Is deleted. 


§§ 1076.90-1076.92 t Revoked) 

13 Sections 1076.90. 1076.91. and 

1076 92 and the centerhead applicable 
thereto are revoked. 

tSccs 1-19. 48 Stat. 81. aa amended; 7 U8C. 

€01 674) 


Effective date: September 1. 1967. 


Si ned at Washington. D.C., on August 

23, 1967. 

Rodney E. Leonard. 
Deputy Assistant Secretary . 

!FR Doc. 67-10074; Piled. Aug. 28. 1967; 
8:48 ajn.| 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

PART 97—OVERTIME SERVICES RE¬ 
LATING TO IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

Administrative Instructions Prescrib¬ 
ing Commuted Travel Time Allow¬ 
ances 

Pursuant to the authority conferred 
upon the Director of the Animal Health 
Division by i 97.1 of the regulations con¬ 
cerning overtime services relating to Im¬ 
ports and exports, effective July 31.1966 
i9 CPTt 97.1). administrative instructions 
'9 CFR 97.2) effective July 30. 1963, as 
amended May 18, 1964 <29 F.R. 6318), 
December 7. 1964 ( 29 Fit. 16316), 

April 12. 1965 (30 F.R. 4609 >. June 18. 
1965 (30 F.R. 7893), June 7, 1966 <31 FJt. 
8020). October 11, 1966 <31 F.R. 13114). 
November 1. 1966 <31 F.R. 13939), No¬ 
vember 23. 1966 <31 F.R. 14826). Febru¬ 
ary 14. 1967 <32 FJR. 2843). and April 15. 
1967 <32 F.R. 6021), prescribing the com¬ 
muted travel time that shall be Included 
in each period of overtime or holiday 
duty, are hereby amended by adding to 
or deleting from the respective "lists" 
therein, as follows: 

OmiD* Mrraop'Oi.XTAN Area 
ONE HOUR 


sarily spent In reporting to and returning 
from the place at which the employee 
performs such overtime or holiday duty 
when such travel is performed solely on 
account of such overtime or holiday duty. 
8uch establishment depends upon facts 
within the knowledge of the Animal 
Health Division. 

It is to the benefit of the public that 
these instructions be made effective at 
the earliest practicable date. Accord¬ 
ingly, pursuant to 5 UjS.C. 553, it Is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
public procedure on these instructions 
are Impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making these instruc¬ 
tions effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

(64 suit, sen 

These revised administrative instruc¬ 
tions shall be effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 

Done at Hyattsville, Md.. this 23d day 
of August 1967. 

E. E. Saulmon, 

Director, Animal Health Divi¬ 
sion, Agricultural Research 
Service. 

(Fit, Doc. 67-10073; Filed, Aug. 25. 1967; 

8:48 ajn-| 

Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Chapter I—Bureau of the Census, 
Department of Commerce 

PART 60—PUBLIC INFORMATION 
Fees and Charges; Correction 

In FJt. Doc. 67-8502, appearing at 
page 10786 of the issue for Saturday. 


July 22, 1967, the paragraphs in $ 60.9 
should be numbered (a), <b>. <c>. <d), 
and (c). instead of (a), (b), (b), <c) and 
(d). 

Approved: August 16. 1967. 

A. Ross Eckler, 
Director, Bureau of the Census . 

|F.R. Doc. 67-10041; Filed, Aug. 25. 1967; 
8:45 ciin.l 


Chapter II—National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards, Department of Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER B—STANDARD REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

PART 230—STANDARD REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

Subpart D—Standards of Certified 
Properties and Purity 

Radioactivity Standards 

Under the provisions of 15 US.C. 
275a and 277, the following amendment 
to Part 230 of Title 15 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, relating to stand¬ 
ard reference materials issued by the Na¬ 
tional Bureau of Standards is effective 
upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Subpart D of Part 230 is amended by 
changing I 230.8-5 Radioactivity stand¬ 
ards to renew and reunumber standard 
reference materials 4922-D as 4922-E 
and 4999-C as 4999-D and change the 
prices thereof. Accordingly, the follow¬ 
ing amends 15 CFR Part 230: 

§ 230.8—3 Radioactivity standard*. 

• • • • • 

<b> <1) • • # 

<il> • • • 


Sarnpl* 

Not. 


Raritonudids 


4022- K 


Sodium* 22.... 

• • • 


Calibration 
Mail 
(d) 


■ • • 

y 


Approximate activity or 
•mkvrtfln rate of 
calibration (month, year) 


1XUH A’ pafr WW> 
• • • 


Approximate 
weight of 
•elution 
(rrnflu) 


Prios 

pee 

•ample 


S&. on 

• ♦ ♦ 


Add: Great Fall* Airport (served from 

Or**'. Falla. Mont.), 

TWO MOORS 

Add; New Bedford. Maas, (served from 

W.trren, RJ.) . 

Add: Providence. RJ. (served from Warren. 

p.n. 

Titan Hours 

^Add: Peabody, Maa*, (served from Boston, 
roua mo vaa 

Add Providence, R1 (served from Boa- 

tfch, Maas ). 

These commuted travel time periods 
nave been established as nearly as may 
t* practicable to cover the time neces- 


( 5 ) • * • 


hadi 

Radionuclide 

Approximate emission rats at time of cali¬ 
bration (month, ysar) 

Price par 
•ample 

■- 


• • • 

• • • 

... 
«W I) ! 
• • • 

• It 

f 1 8rlum«UD *««•« 

2X10* t ps (l/IT)»»—.... 

Kwvoo 

• • • 

• • • 

• • • 


(Sec. 9. 31 SUL 1450, as amended; 15 UB.C. 277. Interprets or applies tec. 7. 60 Stat. 959; 
15 U8.C, 275a) 


Dated : August 17.1967. 


R. 8. Walleigr. 


Acting Director . 

|FR. Doc. 67-10062; Filed, Aug. 25. 1967; 8:47 ajn.J 


No. 106-2 
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Transporta¬ 
tion 

[ Airspace Docket No. 67BW-351 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is to alter the Houston, Tex., 700-foot 
transition area. 

On June 23, 1067, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (32 FJt. 8076) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed to alter the Houston, Tex., 
transition area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 e^t.. Novem¬ 
ber 9. 1967, as hereinafter set forth. 

In $ 71.181 (32 F.R. 2200), the 700-foot 
portion of the Houston, Tex., transition 
area is revised to read as follows: 

Houston. Tol 

That Airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning At Let. 29'25*00" N., Long. 95*30*00" 
W.. to Lat. 29*30*00" N., Long. 95 k 32'00" W., 
to Lilt. 29*46 00" N.. Long. 95*27*00" W.. to 
Let 29*52*00" N., Long. 95*03*00" W.. to Lot. 
29*40*00" N.. Long. 94*57*00'* W. to Let. 
29*32 00" N.. Long. 95*00*00'* W.. to point of 
beginning: within a 4-mile radius of Space- 
land Airpark (Lat. 29*30*30" N„ Long. 
95*03*01" W.); within 2 mile* each side of 
the 304* bearing from the Spaceland RBN 
(La^ 29*28*00" N.. Long. 94*59*08" W.). ex¬ 
tending from the 4-milc radius area to the 
RBN: within 2 mile* each side of the Houston 
VORTAC 083* radial, extending from the 
VORTAC to 28 mile# east of the VORTAC; 
within 3 miles each side of the Galveston 
VORTAC 345* radial, extending from the 4- 
mlle radius area to 6 miles north of the 
VORTAC. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348)) 

Issued In Fort Worth. Tex., on Au¬ 
gust 16,1967. 


On July 11, 1967, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published In the Federal 
Register (32 Fit. 10210) stating the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration proposed 
to designate a transition area at Evadaie. 
Tex. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 ea.t, Novem¬ 
ber 9,1967, as herein set forth. 

In S 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) the follow¬ 
ing transition area is added: 

Evadalx, Tex. 

That Alrftpaca extending upward from 700 
feet above the «urfnce within a 5-mile radius 
of Evadaie Airport (Lat. 30* 10*30^ N. Long. 
94*94*24" W.). and within 2 mllea each aide 
of tho 150* bearing from the Evadaie RBN 
(Lat. 30*24*16" N.. Long. 94*07*37** W.). ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius area to the 
RBN. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(40UB.C. 1348)) 

Issued In Fort Worth, Tex., on August 
16.1967. 

A. I*. Coulter. 

Acting Director , Southwest Region. 

IFR. Doc. 67-10053; Filed. Aug. 25, 1967; 

8:46 am.) 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

Chapter 11—Coast Guard, Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation 

(COPR 67-491 

PART 11-5—SPECIAL AND DIRECTED 
SOURCES OF SUPPLY 

Subpart 11—5.50—Procurement Under 
Federal Supply Schedule Contracts 

Exceptions to Mandatory Use of 
Federal Supply Schedule Contracts 

Pursuant to authority vested In me as 
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, by 49 
CFR1.4: 

Section 11-5.5002-2 Is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph <b) to read as follows: 

§ 11 — v».v>D02— 2 hxerption* in mandatory 
u*c. 


in the applicable Federal Supply Sched 
ulc wiil not meet the specific requires i/ 
The purchasing office prior to initiating 
purchase action shall furnish such state, 
ment to the Commissioner. Federal Sup¬ 
ply Sendee. General Services Adminis¬ 
tration. with a request that the require¬ 
ment for using the Federal Supply 
Schedule Item be waived. If such waiver 
is not granted, the case will be referred 
to the cognizant district commander or 
commanding officer for procurement by 
field units and Comptroller for procure¬ 
ments by Headquarters, w ho shall make 
the Anal decision as to whether the non¬ 
schedule item will be purchased and sKall 
promptly notify the Commissioner. Fed¬ 
eral Supply Services, and the purchasing 
office of the decision reached. 

(2) Emergency requirements When 
supplies or services are to be procured 
from other sources and the situation vill 
not permit the delay Incident to follow- 
ing the normal channels of obtaining a 
waiver from the General Services Ad¬ 
ministration prior to purchase, such 
waiver shall not be requested. In emer¬ 
gency situations, the Head of the office 
Initiating the purchase request, or his 
designated representative, shall furnish 
to the purchasing office a signed state¬ 
ment identifying the supplies or services 
to be purchased, and explaining why 
similar items listed In the applicable 
Federal Supply Schedule will not meet 
the specific requirements. The purchas¬ 
ing office shall within 15 days of the date 
of purchase, furnish such statement to 
the Co mm issioner. Federal Supply Sen - 
ice. General Services Administration. 

• • • • • 

(14 UB.C. 633. 10 U.8.C. Ch. 137) 

Dated: August 16.1967. 

P. E. Trimble, 

Vice Admiral. US. Coast Guard, 
Acting Command cint. 

(FR. Doc. 67-10072; Piled, Aug. 25, 1967; 

6:48 »n.| 


Title 50— WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 32—HUNTING 


A. L. Coulter, 

Acting Director. Southwest Region. 

[PR. Doc. 67-10052; Filed. Aug. 25, 1967; 
8:46 a.mj 


(Airspace Docket No. 67-SW-27J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to designate the Evadaie, Tex., 
transition area. 


•*b) Similar items. When specific sup¬ 
plies or services having the same general 
characteristics and intended use as those 
listed in a Federal Supply Schedule are 
needed for a special requirement, the 
following procedures shall apply. 

(1) Nonemergency requirements. When 
supplies or services are to be procured 
from other sources to satisfy a nonurgent 
requirement, the Head of the office initi¬ 
ating the purchase request or his desig¬ 
nated representative shall furnish to the 
purchasing office a signed statement 
identifying the supplies or services to be 
purchased. This statement shall include 
an explanation of why similar items listed 


Mark Twain National Wildlife 
Refuge, III, 

The following special regulation Is 
issued and is effective on date of publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

§ 32.32 Special regulation*: big giunf* 

for individual wildlife refuge nrrx*. 

Illinois 

mark twain national wildlife refuge 

Public hunting of white-tailed deer 
with bow and arrow on the Mark Twain 
National Wildlife Refuge. Ill. Is permit¬ 
ted from October 14, through October 
22. only on the area of the Gardner 
Division designated by signs as open to 
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hunting. These open areas, comprise 
4 ->oo acres of the total Gardner Division 
wea are delineated on a map available 
it the refuge headquarters and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife. 1006 West Lake 
Street. Minneapolis, Minn. 55408. Hunt¬ 
ing shall be In accordance with all ap¬ 
plicable State regulations concerning the 
hunting of white-tailed deer with bow 
»r,d arrow subject to the following 
conditions: 


( 1 ) A Federal permit Is required to 
enter the public hunting area. One 
thousand ( 1 , 000 ) permits will be Issued 
beginning September 14. Permits may be 
obtained from the Mark Twain National 
Wildlife Refuge headquarters. Quincy. 
Hi. 

(2) Successful hunters will be re¬ 
quired to check their deer through the 
check station on the division. 

(3> Hunting will be from one-half 
hour before sunrise to 4 p.m. 


The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations. Part 32. 

James F. Oillett. 
Refuge Manager . Mark Twain 

National Wildlife Refuge. 

August 22. 1007. 

|FR Doc. 07-10069; Piled. Aug. 25. 1967; 
8:48 ajxi.1 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish ond Wildlife Service 
[ 50 CFR Ports 32, 33 ] 

HUNTING AND FISHING ON CERTAIN 
WILDLIFE REFUGES 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice Is hereby Riven that pursuant to 
the authority vested in the Secretary of 
the Interior by the Migratory Bird Con¬ 
servation Act of February 18. 1929. as 
amended (45 Stat. 1222: 16 UJS.C. 715). 
and the Endangered Species Preservation 
Act of October 15, 1966 (80 Stat. 926, 16 
UB.C. 668 aa). it la proposed to amend 
50 CFR 32.11. 32.21, 32.31, and 33.4 by the 
addition of Lacassine National Wildlife 
Refuge. La.. Shiawassee National Wildlife 
Refuge, Mich., Sabine National Wildlife 
Refuge, La., and Conboy Lake National 
Wildlife Refuge. Wash., to the list of 
areas open to the hunting of migratory 
game birds; Malheur National Wildlife 
Refuge, Oreg., and Conboy Lake National 
Wildlife Refuge. Wash., to the list of 
areas open to the hunting of upland 
game; Conboy Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge, Wash., and Presquile National 
Wildlife Refuge, Va., to the list of areas 
open to the hunting of big game; and 
Anahuac National Wildlife Refuge, Tex., 
to the list of areas open to fishing. 

It has been determined that the regu¬ 
lated hunting of upland game, big game, 
and migratory game birds, and sport 
fishing may be permitted as designated 
on Lacassine. Sabine, Shiawassee. Con¬ 
boy Lake. Malheur. Prcsquile, and Ana¬ 
huac National Wildlife Refuges without 
detriment to the objectives for which the 
areas w ere established. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to af¬ 
ford the public an opportunity to partici¬ 
pate in the rulemaking process. Accord¬ 
ingly. interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or ob¬ 
jections, with respect to this proposed 
amendment, to the Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20240, within 30 days of the date 
of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register. 

1. Section 32.11 Is amended by the 
following additions: 

§32.11 Ii*t of open area*; migratory 
game bird*. 


Louisiana 

Lacaoslne National Wildlife Refuge. 
Sabine National Wildlife Refuge. 

• • • • 

Michigan 

Shiawassee National Wildlife Refuge. 


Washington 

Conboy Lake National Wildlife Refuge. 

• • • • • 

2. Section 32.21 is amended by the fol¬ 
lowing additions: 

§ 32.21 LiM of open arras; upland game. 

• a • • e 

O AEGON 

Malheur National Wildlife Refuge. 

• • • • • 

Washington 

Conboy Lake National Wildlife Refuge. 


3. Section 32.31 Is amended by the 
following additions: 

§ 32.31 I.i»t of open area*; big game. 

• • • • • 
Virginia 

Prcsquile National Wildlife Refuge. 

Washington 

Conboy Lake National Wildlife Refuge. 


4. Section 33.4 is amended by the fol¬ 
lowing addition: 

§33.4 Li*! of open area*; *port /idling. 

• • • • • ♦ 

Texas 

Anahuac National Wildlife Refuge. 


Abram V. Tunison, 
Acting Director , Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife . 

August 24, 1967. 

|P-R. Doc. 67-10108; Filed, Aug. 25. 1967; 
8:49 ijd.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
17 CFR Part 981 ] 
ALMONDS GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 

Expenses of Control Board and Rate 
of Assessment for 1967-58 Crop 
Year 

Notice is hereby given of a proposal re¬ 
garding expenses of the Almond Control 
Board for the 1967-68 crop year and rate 
of assessment for that crop year, pur¬ 
suant to If 981.80 and 981.81 of the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 981. as amended (7 CFR Part 
981), regulating the handling of almonds 
grown in California. The amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order arc effec¬ 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
UB.C. 601-674). 

The Control Board has unanimously 
recommended for the 1967-68 crop year 


beginning July 1, 1967. a budget of ex¬ 
penses In the total amount of $67,500 
and an assessment rate of 0.09 cent per 
pound of almonds (kernel weight basis). 
Expenses in that amount and the assess¬ 
ment rate arc specified in the proposal 
hereinafter set forth. The quantity of 
assessable almonds for the 1967-68 crop 
year is estimated at 89 million pounds 
(kernel weight). In order to protect 
against unanticipated crop losses, an as¬ 
sessment rate of 0.09 cent per pound 
should be established to assure the avail¬ 
ability of sufficient funds to meet the 
expenses of the Control Board for the 
1967-68 crop year. 

All persons who desire to submit 
written data, views, or arguments in con¬ 
nection with the aforesaid proposal 
should file the same, in quadruplicate, 
with the Hearing Clerk, U J3. Department 
of Agriculture, Room 112, Administration 
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250. not 
later than the eighth day after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal 
Register. All written submissions made 
pursuant to this notice will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
office of the Hearing Clerk during regular 
business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposal Is as follows; 

§981.317 Expense* of the Control 
Board and rate of a»*eaatncsit for the 
1967-68 crop year. 

(a) Expenses. Expenses in the amount 
of $67,500 are reasonable and likely to 
be incurred by the Control Board during 
the crop year beginning July 1. 1967, for 
its maintenance and functioning and for 
such purposes os the Secretary may, 
pursuant to the provisions of this part, 
determine to be appropriate. 

(b) Bate of assessment. The rate of 
assessment for said crop year, payable by 
each handler in accordance with § 981.61. 
Is fixed at 0.09 cent per pound of almonds 
(kernel weight basis). 

Dated: August 22, 1967. 

Paul A. Nicholson. 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

|FR. Doc. 67-10056; Filed. Aug. 25. 19«7; 

8:47 am.) 


I 7 CFR Part 1004 1 

(Docket No. AO 160 -A 34 J 

MILK IN DELAWARE VALLEY 
MARKETING AREA 

Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
ond to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of th® 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937. as amended (7UJ5.C. 601 etseq.'. 
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and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders <7 CFR Part 900). a public hear¬ 
se was held at Philadelphia, Pa., on 
June 12-13. 1967. pursuant to notice 
thereof issued on May 29. 1967 (32 FT*. 
7976 • and A supplemental notice thereto 
Issued June 2. 1967 (32 FJL 8176). 

Ut>on the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thcrc-of, the Deputy Administrator. 
ReeuhUory Programs, on July 25. 1967 
<32 F.R. 11039; PH- Doc. 67-8817) filed 
with the Hearing Clerk, U S. Department 
of Agriculture, his recommended decision 
containing notice of opportunity to file 
written exceptions thereto. 

The preliminary statement, material 
issues, findings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision (32 Fit. 
11039; Fit. Doc. 67-8817) are hereby 
approved and adopted and are set forth 
in full herein subject to the following 
modifications: 

1 Under the subheading “Preliminary 
statement*", the first paragraph Is de¬ 
leted and the last paragraph Is changed. 

2 Under the subheading “Issue No. 
3 .*\ the last sentence in paragraph 6 is 
deleted and the last sentence In the final 
oftnurniph is cluinged. 

3 Under the subheading “Issue No. 
4 . the first sentence in the second para¬ 
graph Is changed and a new sentence is 
added at the end of the paragraph. Five 
new paragraphs are added following the 
final paragraph, 

Pnliminary statement . The material 
issues on the record of the hearing relate 

to: 

1 Providing a base and excess plan 
for payment of producers and need for 
emergency action with respect to this 

plan. 

2 Diversions of milk to other Federal 
order plants for Class II use. 

* 3 Modification of the point of pricing 

of diverted milk. 

* Shipping requirements for supply 
plant* to attain pool plant status. 

Issue No. 1 was dealt with in a decision 
ksued July 13. 1967 (32 FJt. 10592) and 
an order amending the order issued on 
July 28 . 1967 (32 Fit. 11204». This deci¬ 
sion deals with each of the remaining 
issues. 

Finding* and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre- 
^nted at the hearing and the record 

thereof: 

Issue No. 2. Diversion of milk to other 
Federal order plants for Class II use . 
The order should be amended to permit 
pp-xfiirer milk to be diverted to an other 
Federal order plant for Class n use by 
agreement If such milk would not ac¬ 
quire producer status under the other 
order in view of its status under this 
order. 

Under the in dividual-handler pooling 
*rrar rernent which was effective prior 

Jun * 1 diversions were not restricted 
®nce each handler was in a position 
Jo add or release producers to accommo- 
We his particular operation. If the han- 
hiend price became unfavorable 


compared to that of other handlers with 
w’hom he competed in procurement, he 
would likely lose his better producers to 
other handlers. Therefore, there was 
little likelihood that any handler would 
Increase his producer receipts solely 
for the purpose of obtaining a supply of 
milk for manufacturing uses 

With the recent change to marketwide 
pooling certain diversion privileges were 
provided to permit the efficient handling 
of the market’s necessary reserve. It was 
concluded, however, that milk moved 
directly from the farm to an other Fed¬ 
eral order plant appropriately should not 
acquire producer milk status under this 
order, since under Federal orders gen¬ 
erally milk received directly from the 
farm at a pool plant is accorded pro¬ 
ducer milk status In the receiving mar¬ 
ket. Therefore, no provision was made 
in the Delaware Valley order for diver¬ 
sions to plants regulated under other 
Federal orders 

Prior to the June 1 effective date of the 
amended order Inter-State Milk Pro¬ 
ducers’ Cooperative, Inc., requested a 
hearing to consider modification of the 
diversion provisions in light of changes 
in the market structure and also re¬ 
quested that suspension action be taken 
to permit diversions to other order plants 
pending consideration of their proposals 
to modify the provisions. The requested 
suspension was taken effective June 1, 
1967 (32 F~R. 8063 *. 

A primary outlet for reserve milk nor¬ 
mally received at city bottling plants and 
not needed for fluid use is the Laurel. 
Md.. plant of the Maryland and Virginia 
Milk Producers Association, a Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., order pool plant. Under that 
order, milk delivered to the Laurel plant 
for the account of a cooperative with no 
producer-members delivering to other 
Washington order pool plants is desig¬ 
nated as "dairy fanner for other mar¬ 
kets'’ (other source) milk. Such milk may 
not acquire producer milk status under 
the Washington order. Thus, unless the 
Delaware Valley order permits diversion 
of producer milk to such a plant, milk so 
moved would be denied pooling status 
under either order. However, the more 
likely result would be that Delaware Val¬ 
ley cooperatives would find it impractical 
to use the Laurel plant as an outlet for 
reserve milk supplies. 

To better accommodate the handling 
of reserve milk, Inter-State Milk Pro¬ 
ducers' Cooperative, Inc., proposed that 
the order be amended to permit the di¬ 
version of producer mlik to an other 
Federal order plant for manufacturing 
uses under an agreed Class II classifi¬ 
cation. 

The suspension previously referred to 
permits milk diverted to other order 
plants to be pooled under the Delaware 
Valley order. However, it leaves unre¬ 
solved the status of milk diverted from 
Delaware Valley pool plants to other Fed¬ 
eral order pool plants when both orders 
would treat the diverted milk as producer 
milk. The orderly and efficient handling 
of the reserve milk in the market may at 
times require the direct movement of 
milk of individual producers to nonpool 


plants. The direct movement from the 
farm to the plant of ultimate disposition 
avoids the expense and handling which 
would otherwise result if the milk were 
first delivered to the pool plant where 
normally received and then transferred 
to the nonpool plant. When such move¬ 
ments are to unregulated plants or for 
manufacturing uses to other Federal 
order plants, they should be treated as 
diversions if so requested by the respon¬ 
sible handler. 

When milk is diverted to unregulated 
plants or for Class n use to an other 
Federal order plant and is not manda- 
tortly producer milk under the terms of 
the other order it can reasonably be pre¬ 
sumed to be a part of the diverting mar¬ 
ket's reserve milk supply. Such diverted 
milk from Delaware Valley pool plants 
should appropriately be pooled as pro¬ 
ducer milk under the Delaware Valley 
order. 

By requiring a Class n agreement be¬ 
tween the diverting and receiving han¬ 
dlers when milk is diverted to other 
order plants the possibility of any por¬ 
tion of the milk being assigned to Class 
I will be minimized. However, in the 
event that the receiving handler docs 
not have sufficient Class II utilization to 
cover the requested Class n assignment, 
a portion of the milk so moved would 
necessarily be assigned to Class I, In such 
a situation, it can no longer be reason¬ 
ably presumed that the diverted milk is 
in fact a part of the Delaware Valley re¬ 
serve supply. When part or all of the 
milk so moved is used for fluid purposes 
in the receiving plant, the milk obviously 
Is needed for fluid use In the receiving 
market and appropriately should be con¬ 
sidered a part of that market's fluid 
supply. 

In addition to the above conclusions 
it is appropriate in this decision to re¬ 
move the obvious misunderstanding evi¬ 
denced in the first month of operation 
under the amended order with respect 
to the Assistant Secretary's conclusion 
relative to the application of the pro¬ 
ducer definition when milk Is received 
from Order 2 pool bulk tank units. 

In his decision of April 7. 1967, the 
Assistant Secretary stated: “Under the 
New York-New Jersey order a dairy 
farmer may have status as a producer by 
virtue of being included as a part of a 
designated pool bulk tank unit. In such 
event the fact that the milk of such 
dairy farmer was moved directly from 
the farm to a Delaware Valley pool plant 
would not change its status os producer 
milk under the New York-New Jersey 
order.*' He concluded: “It Is necessary 
therefore to exclude from the producer 
definition a dairy farmer whose milk Is 
received directly at a pool plant and who 
notwithstanding Ills status under tills 
order would nevertheless be a producer 
under another Federal order with re¬ 
spect to such milk." 

After the initial month of operation 
under the amended order It is apparent 
that some handlers have misinterpreted 
these conclusions as intended to permit 
continuing pool milk status under Order 
2 of pool bulk tank unit milk which is 
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received directly at a Delaware Valley 
pool plant In thin regard official notice 
la taken of §g 1002.17(d). 1002.25(c)(2). 
and 1002.25(d) of the New York-New 
Jersey order which clearly provide that 
pool unit milk which is received at an 
other order plant and which meets the 
producer milk definition under such 
other order will not be included as pool 
milk under the New York-New Jersey 
order. Accordingly, such milk clearly does 
not come within the exception noted by 
the Assistant Secretary in his decision 
since its producer status under this order 
would be recognized by the New York- 
New Jersey market administrator In ad¬ 
ministration of his order. 

Issue No . 3 Modification of the point 
of pricing of diverted milk. Milk diverted 
from a Delaware Valley pool plant lo¬ 
cated within 45 miles of any one of the 
basing points specified in § 1004.52 to a 
nonpool plant or an other order plant 
located within 125 miles from the nearest 
of the basing points should be priced at 
the location of the diverting plant. Milk 
diverted from a plant within 45 miles of 
a basing point to a plant in excess of 125 
miles distance from such point or from 
a pool plant located In excess of 45 miles 
of the nearest basing point to a plant at 
which a greater location adjustment 
credit Is applicable should be priced at 
the latter location. 

In his decision of April 7,1967 (32 Fit. 
5876) the Assistant Secretary concluded 
that diverted milk should be priced at 
the plant of physical receipt If a greater 
location adjustment credit was appli¬ 
cable at such plant location than at the 
location of the diverting plant. He found 
that “Unless this procedure la followed 
there is a strong incentive for any han¬ 
dler operating an unregulated manu¬ 
facturing plant in the country to asso¬ 
ciate an excessive quantity of milk with 
city distributing plants and then reg¬ 
ularly receive the milk at his manufac¬ 
turing plant as diverted milk up to the 
limits allowed. Without appropriate 
safeguards distant producers then could 
receive the city blended price when, in 
fact, their milk was moving on an al¬ 
most regular basis to a nearby manu¬ 
facturing plant Pricing diverted milk at 
the plant of physical receipt will tend to 
deter the association of milk intended 
solely for manufacturing uses and will 
insure that the pool will not subsidize 
transportation costs which, in fact, are 
not incurred.** 

Prior to the June 1 effective date of 
the amended order the principal cooper¬ 
ative representing producers on the mar¬ 
ket. also requested a hearing to consider 
a proposed modification of this provision 
which they contended was necessary to 
accommodate particular circumstances 
In the market. At the same time they re¬ 
quested suspension action to permit con¬ 
tinued pricing of diverted milk at the 
location of the diverting plant pending 
full consideration of the matter at a 
hearing. This suspension was taken ef¬ 
fective June 1. 1967 (32 P.R. 8063). 

At the hearing the spokesman for the 
cooperative requested modification of the 
pricing provisions with regard to diverted 
milk In the manner herein adopted. In 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

support of his position he pointed out 
that much of the producer milk on the 
market is directly associated with city 
bottling plants and regularly moves di¬ 
rectly from the farm to city plants. By 
and large, milk associated with city 
plants has historically been closely cor¬ 
related to the fluid needs of the market. 
For this reason the faculties for han¬ 
dling reserve milk at the city are very 
limited with the result that Utile if any 
transportation savings can be realized 
when producer milk must be diverted to 
available manufacturing faculties. In 
recognition of this fact suspension action 
was taken on June 1. 1967, with the re¬ 
sult that diverted mUk is currently being 
priced at the location of the diverting 
plant In all circumstances. 

The Laurel, Md.. plant previously re¬ 
ferred to, as well as several other non¬ 
pool manufacturing plants In eastern and 
central Pennsylvania, all within 125 
miles of Philadelphia, are the most po¬ 
tential outlets for the market's reserve 
milk supply associated with city bottling 
plant. The location of these manufac¬ 
turing plants is such that no significant 
transportation savings result when milk 
is moved directly to such plants rather 
than to the city. Each of these plants Is 
located beyond the 45-mile zone and a 
location differential would be applicable 
on any milk priced at their locations. 
Handlers' costs for Class n milk would 
be reduced 6 cents a hundredweight in 
most instances, whereas producers, 
whose milk was diverted, would receive 
from 23 to as much as 35 cents less per 
hundredweight for such milk than would 
otherwise be the case if the milk were 
priced at the location of the diverting 
plant. 

The manufacturing facilities referred 
to above are not operated by fully regu¬ 
lated handlers. There is little likelihood 
that additional milk supplies would be 
associated with city plants for the pur¬ 
pose of providing additional supplies for 
manufacture at such plants. Since no 
significant transportation savings accrue 
when producer milk Is diverted to such 
plants, there Is no apparent reason why 
individual producers should be required 
to take a lesser price for their milk so 
diverted than they would otherwise re¬ 
ceive when their milk Is received at city 
plants. 

In order to avoid this burden indi¬ 
vidual producers would be impelled to 
seek outlets where their milk would not 
be diverted. The resulting changes In 
outlets would bring about uneconomical 
movements of this reserve milk and could 
create an unstable supply situation. Such 
a situation would Interfere with main¬ 
taining the reserves necessary to assure 
that the Class I market will be adequately 
supplied at all times. Therefore, pricing 
such diverted milk at the location of the 
diverting plant is essential to assure 
continued orderly marketing of the Class 
I and necessary reserve milk which must 
be associated with plants located within 
the 45-mile area (the major Class I 
consumption area). 

By pricing milk diverted from within 
45 miles of a basing point to a plant be¬ 
yond 125 miles, or from a pool plant be¬ 


yond 45 miles to a more distant plant, at 
the plant of physical receipt* operators of 
distant manufacturing plants, several of 
whom are pool handlers, will be deterred 
from associating milk of distant pro¬ 
ducers with their city distributing plant* 
and then regularly diverting it, up to 
allowable limits, to such manufactuiing 
plants. In such situations auhstantuj 
transportation savings are probable and 
such saving which would accrue to han¬ 
dlers, individual producers, or haulers, 
dependent on the marketing arrange¬ 
ment. should not be permitted at the 
expense of producers generally. 

The operator of a nonpool manu¬ 
facturing plant located at York. Pa, 
which is within 125 miles of Philadelphia 
contended that the pricing of milk herein 
adopted would result in his having to pay 
6 cents per hundredweight more for any 
diverted milk that he might acquire from 
Delaware Valley pool than would have 
been the case under the order adopted by 
the Assistant Secretary in his decision of 
April 7, 1967. He further contended that 
the surplus pricing under the Delaware 
Valley order was not In appropriate 
alignment with the Upper Chesapeake 
Bay and Washington, D.C., orders. 

The modifications herein adopted, in 
fact, reflect no change In the order prices 
from those which would have been appli¬ 
cable under Order 4 on milk which such 
plant operator might have acquired prior 
to June 1. 1967, or under the order, as 
suspended, since June 1. The basic level 
of Class II price was not an Issue noticed 
for this hearing and If there is any prob¬ 
lem with respect to interorder price 
alignment it appropriately should be 
considered at a hearing called for such 
purpose. In this regard official notice is 
taken of the fact that supplement*! 
notice issued June 15,1967 <32 F.R 8720) 
makes this matter an Issue for considera¬ 
tion at the Joint hearing which ojxmed 
In New York City on June 19. 1967. and 
which w as recessed on June 23,1967 ar.d 
reconvened on July 31.1967. 

Issue No. 4. Shipping requirements for 
supply plants . The pool supply plant 
definition should be amended to count 
as qualifying shipments, shipments to 
other order plants which meet pre.se j ibed 
performance standards (including route 
disposition in the marketing area) and to 
provide pool status for any plant meeting 
the prescribed shipping requirements if 
the qualifying shipments made to poo! 
plants under this order exceed those 
made to pool plants under any other 
order. In addition provision should be 
made to Insure pool plant status .hrourh 
October 1967 for any supply plant which 
has continuously been a fully regulated 
plant under the Delaware Valley order in 
the months of January 1967 to the effec¬ 
tive date of this order, but which failed 
to meet the prescribed shipping require¬ 
ments solely because greater qualifying 
shipments are made to other order 
plants. 

On request of a cooperative association 
which has operated a fully regulated 
supply plant In the Delaware Valley 
market over an extended period of tune, 
which plant could not meet applicable 
shipping requirements, the restrictions 
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on shipments to other order plants were 
initially suspended for the months of 
junr and July 1967 (32 F.R. 9006 ). A pro¬ 
pel to modify the supply plant pooling 
SouirpmentE to accommodate the cur¬ 
rent aerations of this supply plant was 
couriered at the hearing. Following 
Issuance of the July 25. 1967 recom¬ 
mended decision these restrictions were 
again suspended through the month of 
August <32 F.R. 11414 > to allow time for 
action to be completed on the recom¬ 
mended modifications. 

Proponent contended that in view of 
the previous association of its plant with 
the Delaware Valley market it should 
not be denied pooling status under the 
amended order as long as the qualifying 
shipments of the plant were made to 
plants which had sufficient Class I dis¬ 
tribution In the market to substantially 
offset .'Uch shipments even though the 
preponderance of such shipments were 
to Order 2 pool plants. Both at the hear¬ 
ing and in Us brief the cooperative sug¬ 
gested various modifications of the pool 
plant 1 10 visions which would insure the 
pooling of its plant under this order. 

In support of its position the coopera¬ 
tive pointed out that the plant in question 
had hi toricaUy shipped the preponder¬ 
ance of its receipts to an Order 4 dis¬ 
tributing plant. However, in the month 
of May 1967. the route business of that 
handler was sold to an Order 2 handler 
*ho now operates these routes out of his 
Order 2 plant. The supply plant in 
question continues to supply the milk for 
such sales but the milk is now shipped to 
the Order 2 plant. In addition the coop¬ 
erative has an account with at least one 
Order 4 handler and n algnficant, but 
minor, volume of the plant's output 
rerularly moves to that handler’s plant. 

The problem at hand is complicated 
by differences in pooling requirements 
between adjacent orders. Under spee¬ 
ded circumstances, permanent pool 
plant* under the New’ York-New Jersey 
order hold status without specific per¬ 
formance, Plants which are not perma¬ 
nent ik)o 1 plants even though shipping 
their entire supply to fully regulated 
plant- under that order can avoid pool- 
to# at the option of the handler if the 
diipments are not assigned to Class I 
»le$ in the marketing area. These differ¬ 
ences in pooling requirements are basic 
» the present problem. 

U is not appropriate to pool milk un- 
oer the Delaware Valley order simply 
because a handler elects options under 
the New York-New Jersey order which 
*vold pooling of his plant under that 
order even though the preponderance of 
the plant’s milk is delivered to regulated 
Jwitw under that order. Nevertheless, a 
Plant should not be denied pooling 
under the Delaware Valley order 
uroply because some of its qualifying 
shipments arc made to an Order 2 plant. 
Tr> problem under the Delaware Val- 
order can best be resolved by per¬ 
muting as qualifying shipments for 
• poling status, shipments to other order 
Punt but denying pooling status in 
*vf ev *nt that such shipments to any 
ouicr single order exceed shipments to 
qualified plants regulated under this 
order. 
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While this procedure could result In 
a plant shipping to both New York-New 
Jersey and Delaware Valley pool plants 
not being pooled under cither order. It 
is clear that such a result would be at 
the choice of the handler. Some opera¬ 
tional changes might be necessary to 
accommodate pooling under Order 2. but 
this cannot be controlling in any deter¬ 
mination of the milk to be pwled under 
the Delaware Valley order. 

It Is recognized further that the par¬ 
ticular circumstances prompting the 
suspension action and the proposals 
here under consideration roughly coin¬ 
cided with the change in pooling ar¬ 
rangement effective June 1. Because of 
the historical association of the plant in 
question with the Delaware Valley mar¬ 
ket under the Individual-handler pool¬ 
ing arrangement reasonable time should 
be allowed to permit the plant operator 
to adjust his business to permit pooling 
under this order, if he so desires. 

The forthcoming months through 
October are the shortest months of pro¬ 
duction and hence the period when milk 
is most needed in the market. It is con¬ 
cluded therefore that continuing pool¬ 
ing status through October 1967 should 
be provided for any plant which has 
been a fully regulated plant under this 
order in each of the months from Janu¬ 
ary 1967 to the effective date of this order 
but which falls to meet the prescribed 
shipping requirements solely because 
greater qualifying sldpments are made 
to other order plants. This should pre¬ 
sent reasonable time for orderly’ adjust¬ 
ment of the plant’s operations to 
comport with the regular pooling stand¬ 
ards for supply plants. If sufficient sales 
cannot be developed in this market by 
that time the plant appropriately should 
not continue to have pooling privileges 
under the Delaware Valley order. 

Exceptions were filed to the Deputy 
Administrator's recommended decision 
in the matter both by the proponent co¬ 
operative and on behalf of another coop¬ 
erative which also is potentially con¬ 
fronted with loss of pooling status for 
its plant by virtue of the extent of 11s 
shipments to Order 2 pool plants. Excep¬ 
tors' primary objective Is to find a means 
for continued pooling of plants under 
the Delaware Valley order notwithstand¬ 
ing greater shipments by such plants to 
other order plants. To this end they con¬ 
tend that distribution by such other 
order plants in the Delaware Valley 
market appropriately should be assigned 
to shipments from their supply plants 
and such shipments then considered to 
be of the same nature as shipments to 
Order 4 plants for purposes of qualifying 
the supply plants for pooling. 

A pooling scheme such as suggested by 
exceptors is not appropriate for this 
market. A distributing plant appro¬ 
priately should be pooled under the order 
regulating the market in which It makes 
the greatest proportion of Its distribu¬ 
tion. A supply plant similarly should be 
pooled under the order regulating the 
distributing plant<s> to which it makes 
the greatest proportion of its shipments. 
This pooling procedure is prescribed In 
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Federal orders generally. The adoption of 
exceptors' proposals would be incom¬ 
patible with the pooling provisions of 
surrounding Federal orders and would 
require an administrative determination 
with respect to the appropriate order of 
regulation in each situation of a supply 
plant meeting the pooling requirements 
of more than one order. 

The regulatory scheme prescribed by 
the Delaware Valley order in no way in¬ 
hibits the free flow of milk between reg¬ 
ulated markets in response to price 
differences. A procedure such as excep¬ 
tors advance in which a supply plant 
shipment would be arbitrarily assigned 
against Class I sales in a specified mar¬ 
ket would have the effect of permitting 
a handler to choose his order of regula¬ 
tion and would unduly interfere with the 
application of the pricing standards of 
the Act. 

Exceptors further excepted to the 
Deputy Administrator’s conclusion that 
the period through October 1967 should 
be allowed to permit the operator of any 
supply plant presently pooled through 
suspension action to adjust his business 
to permit pooling under this order or 
the New York-New Jersey order if he so 
desired. One exceptor contended that 
additional time through March 1968 
should be provided in recognition of the 
fact that contract business is commonly 
awarded starting April 1. Another ex¬ 
ceptor requested that additional time 
through June 1968 be provided to allow 
the supply plant opportunity to qualify 
under the New York-New Jersey order. 

As pointed out in the recommended 
decision the period through October is 
the shortest period of production and 
hence the period when milk is most 
needed in the market. If sufficient busi¬ 
ness cannot be obtained during this pe¬ 
riod to meet the prescribed pooling 
standards, such plants cannot be con¬ 
cluded to have sufficient association with 
the market to Justify their continued 
pooling. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con - 
elusion*. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are inconsist¬ 
ent with the findings and conclusions 
set forth herein, the requests to make 
such findings or reach such conclusions 
are denied for the reasons previously 
stated in this decision. 

Genera! findings. The findings and de¬ 
terminations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the Issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
Issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be In conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 
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(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, us hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act: 

<b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the proposed 
marketing agreement and the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended, are such 
prices as will reflect the aforesaid fac¬ 
tors, insure a sufficient quantity of pure 
and wholesome milk, and be in the pub¬ 
lic interest: and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han¬ 
dling of milk in the same manner as, 
and will be applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial und 
commercial activity specified in, a mar¬ 
keting agreement upon which a hearing 
has been held. 

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision, 
each of the exceptions received was care¬ 
fully and fully considered in conjunction 
with the record evidence pertaining 
thereto. To the extent that the findings 
and conclusions, and the regulatory pro¬ 
visions of this decision are at variance 
with any of the exceptions, such excep¬ 
tions are hereby overruled for the rea¬ 
sons previously stated in this decision. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof 
arc two documents entitled, respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk In the Delaware Valley 
Marketing Area" and “Order Amending 
the Order Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in the Delaware Valley Marketing 
Area", which have been decided upon 
as the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered , That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published In the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with tills decision. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod. The month of June 1967 is hereby 
determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
order, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in the Delaware Valley 
marketing area, is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of the order, as amended and as hereby 
proposed to be amended, and who. dur¬ 
ing such representative peiiod, were en¬ 
gaged in the production of milk for sale 
within the aforesaid marketing area. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., on 
August 23. 1967. 

Rodney E. Leonard, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 

the Handling of Milk in the Delaware 

Valley Marketing Area 

§ 1001.0 Finding* and determination*. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
In addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be In con¬ 
flict with the findings and determinations 
set forth herein. 

<a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 17 
U.8.C. 601 et seq.). and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure governing 
the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon cer¬ 
tain proposed amendments to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the Delaware Valley marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it Ls found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act: 

<2> The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions w'hich 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk In the said marketing area, and 
the minimum prices specified in the or¬ 
der as hereby amended are such prices 
as w t U1 reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; 

<3> The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner os, and is applicable only 
to persons In the respective classes of 
Industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in. a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handltng. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the ef¬ 
fective date hereof, the handling of milk 
in the Delaware Valley marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in com¬ 
pliance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended and as 
hereby amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained In the recommended 
decision Issued by the Deputy Adminis¬ 
trator. Regulatory Programs, on July 25, 
1967, and published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister on July 28. 1967 (32 FJt. 11039; 
F.R. Doc. 67-8817), shall be and are the 
terms and provisions of this order, and 
arc set forth In full herein. 


1 ThU order shall not become effective un¬ 
ices and until the requirements of | 900.14 of 
the rules oX practice And procedure governing 
proceedings to formulate marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders have been met. 


1. In I 1004.8 paragraph (b) Is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1004.8 Pool plant. 

• • • • « 

(b> Subject to the provisions of para¬ 
graphs (c) and <d> of tills section * 
supply plant from which during any of 
the months of September through 
February not less than 50 percent, and 
during any of the months of March 
through August not less than 40 percent 
of tiie milk received from dairy farmers 
(including milk diverted as producer 
milk pursuant to f 1004.15 by either the 
plant operator or by a cooperative as¬ 
sociation) . or from a cooperative as¬ 
sociation In its capacity as a handler 
pursuant to 5 1004.10(c) is moved dur¬ 
ing the month to a distributing plant 
from which a volume of fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts which ls not less than 50 percent 
during any month of September through 
February, or 45 percent during any 
month of March through August, of its 
receipts of milk from dairy fanners, co¬ 
operative associations, and from other 
plants ls disposed of as route disposition 
during the month, and the volume dis¬ 
posed of as route disposition in the mar¬ 
keting area during the month Is not less 
than 10 percent of such receipts. How¬ 
ever, a supply plant shall not be qualified 
pursuant to this paragraph In any month 
in w’hich a greater proportion of its 
qualifying shipments are made to a 
plant (s) regulated under another 
Federal order than to plants regulated 
under this order: Provided. That for the 
months through October 1967, this con¬ 
dition shall not be applicable to any 
plant which has continuously been a 
fully regulated plant under the Delaware 
Valley order for the months of January 
1967 to the effective date of this amend¬ 
ing order. 

2. In § 1004.15 the preamble and para¬ 
graph <d> are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1001.15 Producer. 

“Producer" means any person, except 
a producer-handler as defined in any 
order (Including this part) Issued pur¬ 
suant to the Act, a “dairy farmer for 
other markets’*, or any other person with 
respect to milk produced by him which 
Ls subject to the pricing and payment 
provisions of another order issued pur¬ 
suant to the Act, who produces milk 
which is received at a pool plant or bv a 
cooperative association in Its capacity a s 
a handler pursuant to } 1004 . 10 ( 0 , or Is 
diverted to an other order plant under 
an agreed upon Class II disposition by 
both the diverting and receiving han¬ 
dlers and for which equivalent Class II 
use is available in the receiving plant to 
permit such assignment under the terms 
of the other order, or which is otbcrv, ;se 
diverted to any other nonpool plant 
other than a producer-handler plant 
during any month (s) of March through 
August, or in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of paragraphs (a), (b). or <e) of 
this section, during any month of Sep¬ 
tember through February. If a handler 
diverting milk pursuant to paragraph 
(a) of this section diverts milk of any 
dairy farmer in excess of the limits pre- 
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bribed, such dairy farmer shall be a 
producer only with respect to that milk 
physically received at a pool plant. If a 
handler diverting milk pursuant to para- 
graphs <b) or <c> of this section diverts 
in excess of the limits prescribed, ail 
diversions by such handler during the 
month shall be pursuant to paragraph 
«ai of tills section. 

• • • • • 

(d> Milk which is diverted pursuant 
to paragraphs <a>. <b>, or (c) of this 
section shall be deemed to have been 
received by the handler, for whose ac¬ 
count it is diverted, at a pool plant at 
the location of the plant from which It 
was diverted, except that, for the pur¬ 
pose of applying location adjustments 
pursuant to $3 1004.52 and 1004.82, milk 
which is diverted from a pool plant 
within 45 miles of the nearest of the bas¬ 
ing points in 1 1004.52 to a plant in excess 
of 125 miles from the nearest of such 
basing points or from a pool plant lo¬ 
cated in excess of 45 miles of the nearest 
of the basing points to a plant at which 
a greater location adjustment credit is 
applicable shall be priced at the latter 
location. 

(PJV Doc. 07-10057; Filed, Aug. 25. 1067; 

8:47 am ] 

jf 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Division of Public Contracts 
[ 41 CFR Part 50-204 1 
RADIATION STANDARDS FOR MINING 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Though the text of the present radi¬ 
ation standard for underground mining 
i* not restricted to any particular type 
of underground mine (32 Fit. 8412). the 
restrictive section title of the former reg¬ 
ulation, which referred only to uranium 
mines (32 F.R. 7022). was not changed 
vhh the text. In order to eliminate tills 
ambiguity, and extend the current ra¬ 
diation standard to all mines, it is pro¬ 
posed to amend the title to 41 CFR 
50-204.321 and its paragraph (b) to read 
is set out below. 

Any person Interested in this proposal 
«tnvited to submit data, views, or argu¬ 
ment in writing by mail within 30 days 
after this notice is published in the Fed- 
Jul Register to the Secretary of Labor. 
United States Department of Labor. 
Fourteenth Street and Constitution Av¬ 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

enue NW.. Washington. D.C. 20210. The 
title to 41 CFR 50-204.321 and the text 
of its paragraph <b). as they are pro¬ 
posed to be amended, will read as follows: 

§ 50-204.321 Radiation standards for 
mining. 


(b) Occupational exposure to radon 
daughters in mines shall be controlled so 
that no Individual will receive an expo¬ 
sure of more than 1.8 working level 
months in any consecutive 3-month pe¬ 
riod and no more than 3.8 working level 
months in any consecutive 12-month 
period. Actual exposures shall be kept 
as far below' these values as practicable: 
Provided, however. That mines with con¬ 
ditions that would result in an exposure 
of more than 3.6 wwking level months 
but not more than 12 working level 
months In any 12 consecutive months will 
be considered in complance up to Jan¬ 
uary 1,1969. if an effective program is es¬ 
tablished and carried out to (1) protect 
the health and safety of employees ex¬ 
posed to these conditions, and (2) re¬ 
duce the concentration to the 3.6 work¬ 
ing level months standard by January 
1, 1969. 


(Sec. 4. 49 Stat. 2030. 2038; 41 U-8.C. 38; sec. 
7. 60 Suit. 241; 5 UJ3.C. 556(d)) 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. this 21st 
day of August 1967. 

W. WII.lard Wirtz. 
Secretary of Labor. 


I P R. Doc. 67-10050; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 
8:46 a_m. j 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 71 1 
\ Airspace Docket No. 67-8W-551 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
Is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to desig¬ 
nate a transition area at Decatur. Ark. 
The proposed transition area will provide 
airspace protection for aircraft executing 
approach/departure procedures proposed 
at Crystal Lake Airport. Decatur. Ark. 
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Interested persons may' submit such 
WTitten data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Division. Southwest Region. Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration. Post Of¬ 
fice Box 1689. Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing Is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Chief. Air Traffic 
Division, Any data, views, or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice In order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

The official docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Office of the Regional Counsel. 
8outhw'e8t Region. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. Fort Worth. Tex. An In¬ 
formal docket will also be available for 
examination at the Office of the Chief, 
Air Traffic Division. 

It Is proposed to amend Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations as here¬ 
inafter set forth. 

In l 71.181 (32 Fit. 2148), the follow¬ 
ing transition area is added: 

Decatur. Ark. 

That almpaco extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile null ua 
of Crystal Lake Airport (Lat. 36"20 30" N., 
Long. 94*26‘45" W.); within 2 miles each 
aide of the FayettevUle VORTAC 292* radial 
<283* magnetic), extending from the 6-mile 
radius area to 31 mllea northwest of the 
VORTAC; and that airspace extending up¬ 
ward from 1200 feet above the surface with¬ 
in the area bounded by a line beginning at 
Lat, 36 c 25'00" N.. Long. IH*20'45" W„ to 
Lat 36 a 23’45" N., Long. 94*21*30" W. thence 
counterclockwise along the arc of a 6-mlle 
radius circle centered at Lat 36^20 30" N. 
Long. 94*26'45" W. to Lat 36-24*45" N„ 
Long. 94*30'45" W.. to Lat. 36*30 00" N„ 
Long. 04*37*00" W., to point of beginning. 

This amendment Ls made under the au¬ 
thority of section 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1348). 

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on August 
16.1967. 

A. L. Coulter. 

Acting Director , Southwest Region . 
|P-R Doc. 67-10064; Filed, Aug. 25. 1967; 

8:47 a m | 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

| Bureau Order 651; Arndt. 1101 

AREA DIRECTORS 

Delegations of Authority Regarding 
Indian Heolth Matters; Revocations 

August 22, 1967. 

Bureau Order 551 (an order by which 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs dele¬ 
gates authority to Bureau Area Direc¬ 
tors), as amended. Is further amended 
as hereinafter indicated: 

1. Section 252, Quarantine of Indians. 
is repealed. 

2. Section 253. Commitment of insane 
Indians , is repealed. 

3. Section 400, Repeals, is amended by 
the addition thereto of the following: 

See. 252. Quarantine of Indiana 

Sec. 253. Commitment of Insane Indiana. 

4. The center heading “Functions 
Relating to Welfare Matters*' is changed 
to “Functions Relating to Social Services 
Matters", 

Theodore w. Taylor, 
Deputy Commissioner 
(Fit. Doc. 67-10048; Filed. Aug 25. 1967; 
8:46 ajn.J 


(Bureau Order 567; Arndt 111 

SUPERINTENDENT OR OFFICER IN 
CHARGE OF CHEROKEE AGENCY 

Delegation of Authority Regarding 
Indian Health Matters; Revocation 

August 22.1967. 

Order No. 567 (an order by which the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs delegates 
authority to the Superintendents or Offi¬ 
cers in Charge of the Cherokee, Seminole, 
and Miccosukcc Agencies), as amended, 
is further amended as hereinafter 
indicated: 

1. In Part 2. Authority of Superintend¬ 
ent or Officer in Charge of Cherokee 
Agency, the center heading “Functions 
Relating to Welfare Matters" and section 
2,253 thereunder, Commitment of fomne 
Indians, are repealed. 

2. In Part 2, a new* center heading, 
designated "Obsolete Authorities" and 
section 2.400 thereunder, designated 
Repeals . are added to read as follows: 

Obsolete Authorities 

Sec. 2.400. Repeals. The following pro¬ 
visions of this order are repealed: 

SCC 2.253. 

Theodore W. Taylor, 
Deputy Commissioner. 

[FJi. Doc. 67-10049; Filed, Aug 25. 1967; 
8:46 A.m.| 


Notices 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

(Docket No. A-378] 

RICHARD T. HINDE AND 
OLE G. HARDER 

Notice of Loan Application 

August 23, 1967. 

Richard T. Hlnde and Ole O. Harder 
Post Office Box 1706. Kodiak. Alaska 
99615, owners of the vessel “ Pacific Lady." 
purchased with the aid of a Fisheries 
Loan to engage in the fishery for king 
crab and herring, have requested per¬ 
mission to extend their fishing operations 
to include fishing for shrimp, flounders, 
pollock, ocean perch, and bottomflsh. 

Notice is hereby given that the above 
request is being considered by the Bureau 
of Commercial Fisheries. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service, Department of the Interior. 
Washington. D C. 20240. Any person de¬ 
siring to submit evidence that the con¬ 
templated operation of such vessel for 
the requested species will cause economic 
hardship or injury to efficient vessel op¬ 
erators already operating for said species 
must submit such evidence in writing to 
the Director. Bureau of Commercial Fish¬ 
eries, within 30 days from the date of 
publication of this notice. If such evi¬ 
dence is received it will be evaluated 
along with such other evidence as may be 
available before making a determination 
that the contemplated operations of the 
vessel will or will not cause such eco¬ 
nomic hardship or Injury. 

Ralph C. Baker. 

Acting Director , 

Bureau of Commercial Fisheries. 

|F.R Doc. 67-10066; Filed. Aug 25. 1967; 

8:47 ajn.| 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

(Notice No. 241 

WHEAT IN MONTANA, NEBRASKA, 
SOUTH DAKOTA, AND TEXAS 

Extension of Augusf 31 Closing Date 
for Filing of Applications for 1968 
Crop Year 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
5 401.3 of Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, and pursuant to paragraph 
1 of the resolution adopted by the Board 
of Directors of the Federal Crop Insur¬ 
ance Corporation on March 19. 1954, the 
time for filing applications for wheat 
crop insurance for the 1968 crop year in 
all counties in Montana. Nebraska, South 
Dakota, and in Carson.-Dallam. Hans¬ 
ford, Moore, and Sherman Counties. 
Tex., where such Insurance is otherwise 
authorized to be offered is hereby ex¬ 


tended from August 31. 1967, until the 
close of business on September 29. 1967 
Such applications received during this 
period will be accepted only after u u 
determined that no adverse selemr.irv 
will result. 

John N. Luft. 

Manager, 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

(P-R Doc. 67-10076; Filed. Aug 25 1067; 
8:48 ajn.J 


Packers and Stockyards 
Administration 

(P. St S. Docket No. 9U| 

MARKET AGENCIES AT KANSAS CITY 
STOCK YARDS 

Notice of Petition for Modification of 
Rate Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Pack¬ 
ers and Stockyards Act. 1921, as amended 
t7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.). an order wa., is¬ 
sued on March 25. 1966 (25 A.D 360* 
authorizing the respondents. Market 
Agencies at Kansas City 8tock Yards 
Kansas City. Mo., to assess the current 
temporary schedule of rates and charges 
to and including April 30. 1968 unless 
modified or extended by further order 
before the latter date. 

On August 7, 1967. a petition was hied 
on behalf of the respondents requesting 
authority to modify, as soon as possible, 
the current temporary schedule of rates 
and charges as indicated below : 

Section C —Buying Charges 

APPLICATION or BUYING CHARGES 

The rates for buying livestock shall be 
the same as the rates for selling like 
species) except as follows: 


6. On hogs trucked or shipped foi im¬ 
mediate slaughter the charges shall be 
$10 for the first 25 head and 35 cent* 
for each additional head thereafter 
• Present) 

(Proposed) 

6. On hogs tracked or shipped fur linn^i 
ate slaughter the charge* ahall be $10 for 
the first 25 heed end 35 cent* for each e*im* 
ttonal head thereafter, with the exception o: 
sown, boar*, end stags purchased for slang"* 
ter. the chargee shall be 15 cent* per cwt 

The modification, if authorized will 
produce additional revenue for the re¬ 
spondents and Increase the cost of mar¬ 
keting livestock. Accordingly, it appears 
that this public notice of the fllhm of 
the petition and its contents should be 
given in order that all interested persons 
may have an opportunity to indicate a 
desire to be heard in the matter. 

All interested persons who desire to be 
heard in the matter shall notify the 
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Touring Clerk. U JS. Department of Agri¬ 
culture Washington. D.C. 20250. within 
10 days after the publication of this no¬ 
tice In the Federal Register. 


Done at Washington, DC., this 22d 
day of August 1067. 


Glenn G. Bierman. 
Acting Administrator . Packers 
and Stockyards Administration. 


IfR Doc. 67-10069; FUcd. Aug. 25. 1067; 
8.47 a m | 


DEPARTMENT Of COMMERCE 

Business ond Defense Services 
Administration 


attained only with a scanning electron 
microscope. The Bureau also advises that 
no scanning electron microscope is 
known to be manufactured in the United 
States. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no Instrument or apparatus of equiv¬ 
alent scientific value to the foreign ar¬ 
ticle, for the purpose for which such 
article Is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 

Charley M. Denton, 
Director , Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment , Busi¬ 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 

[F.R. Doc. 67-10037; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 

8:45 ajn.| 


MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF 
TECHNOLOGY 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article purusant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Slat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 Fit. 
2433 et seq.) . 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment. 
Department of Commerce. Room 5123, 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 67-00090-65-46040. Ap¬ 
plicant: Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology. 77 Massachusetts Avenue, 
Cambridge. Mass. 02139. Article: Scan¬ 
ning Electron Microscope. Model MK II. 
Manufacturer: Cambridge Instrument 
Co„ Ltd.. United Kingdom. Intended use 
of article: Applicant states: 

Thr lutrument will bo u*ed in part a* a 
teaching tool In m couree on electron optic* 
and In research program* In the Material* 
Science Center of M I.T. The major research 
program Involve* the utudy of fatigue In 
MtuB A fatigue machine will be constructed 
to fit directly Into the damning electron 
micronoope. In thl* way It will be poealblo to 
observr the formation of *11 p bond* and 
: ormaUoni during * fatigue Wet. 

Comments: No comments were received 
Rtth respect to this application. Deci¬ 
sion: Application approved. No instru¬ 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scien¬ 
tific value to the foreign article, for the 
Purposes for which such article is in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. Reasons: Scanning 
electron microscopy provides a newly de¬ 
veloped technique for investigating both 
the surface and internal characteristics 
of metallurgical specimens. This tech- 
nl Que permits stereoscopic images to be 
obtained. The National Bureau of Stand- 
advises < memorandum dated July 
1 * 67 ) that the research objectives 
o' the applicant, as stated in reply to 
vutsUon 7 of the application, can be 


SOUTHERN RESEARCH INSTITUTE 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an 
application for duty-free entry of a 
scientific article pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational. Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder (32 
FJL 2433 etseq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment. 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123, 
Washington. D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 67-00082-65-44600. Appli¬ 
cant: Southern Research Institute. 2000 
Ninth Avenue South, Birmingham, Ala. 
35205. Article: Metallurgical Specimen 
Preparation Apparatus. Electrolytic 
Scanning Jet Ivfachine. Manufacturer: 
Aeon Laboratories. United Kingdom. 
Intended use of article: Applicant states: 

To be used in sample preparation for ex¬ 
amination by our electron microscope. 

Comments: No comments were received 
with respect to this application. Deci¬ 
sion: Application approved. No Instru¬ 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scientific 
value to the foreign article, for the pur¬ 
poses for which such article Is intended 
to be used. Is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reason: The foreign 
article is intended to be used in the 
preparation of metallurgical specimens 
for examination with an electron micro¬ 
scope, through controlled electrolytic ac¬ 
tion. (See description of Electrolytic Jet 
Machining Apparatus attached to appli¬ 
cation.) Since the accuracy of the di¬ 
mensions of the specimen is pertinent to 
utilizing the maximum capabilities of the 
electron microscope, the ability to control 
the electrolytic action is likewise a per¬ 
tinent characteristic. The National Bu¬ 
reau of Standards (memorandum dated 
July lh 1967) advises that no equivalent 
instrument is known to be manufactured 
in the United States. 

The Department of Commerce does not 
otherwise know of any instrument or ap¬ 


paratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign article for the purposes for 
which such article is intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Charley M. Denton. 
Director , Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment . Busi¬ 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 

[F.R. Doc. 67 10038: Filed. Aug. 25. 1967: 
8:4ft »J» | 


UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS MEDICAL 
SCHOOL AT SAN ANTONIO 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(0 of 
the Educational. Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the reg¬ 
ulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 2433 
etseq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment. 
Department of Commerce. Room 5123, 
Washington. D.C 20230. 

Docket No. 67-00078-00-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: The University of Texas, Medical 
School at San Antonio. 715 Stadium 
Drive. San Antonio, Tex. 78212. Article: 
Electro-magnetic shutter mechanism 
with attachment for exposure measure¬ 
ment Catalog No. 171460. accessory for 
electron microscope Model Elmiskopia. 
Manufacturer: Siemens and Halske 
AkUengescllschaft, West Germany. In¬ 
tended use of the article: Applicant 
states: 

The article measure* the electron In tenuity 
of the fluorescent screen and relay* thl* In- 
lorniaUon to an automatic shutter for 
photographic purposes. The electron micro¬ 
scope la used In research and teaching. 

Comments: No comments have been re¬ 
ceived with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
the purposes for which such article is in¬ 
tended to be used. Is being manufactured 
In the United States. Reasons: The for¬ 
eign article is an accessory which is in¬ 
tended to be used with a Siemens electron 
microscope which Is manufactured In 
West Germany. The accessory must be 
specially designed to work with the Sie¬ 
mens electron microscope. The Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce knows of no com¬ 
parable accessory which is being manu¬ 
factured in the United States. 

Charley M. Denton. 

Director, Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment , Busi¬ 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 


I F.R. Doc. 67-10039; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 
8:45 am. | 
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NOTICES 


UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN 

Nolice of Decision on Applicofion for 

Duty-Freo Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a sci¬ 
entific article pursuant to section 6 <c> of 
the Educational. Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 < Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder <32 F.R. 
2433 et seq. ). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Scientific and Technical Equipment. 
Department of Commerce, Room 5123. 
Washington. D.C. 20230. 

Docket No. 67-00077-00-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Wisconsin. 750 Uni¬ 
versity Avenue. Madison. Wis, 53706. Ar¬ 
ticle: Anticontamlnation Device for 
lower specimen chamber on Hitachi Elec¬ 
tron Microscope. Manufacturer: Hitachi. 
Ltd.. Japan. Intended use of article: Ap¬ 
plicant states: 

It will be u*cd on a Hitachi Electron Micro¬ 
scope now in our pot**sslon to obtain better 
picture*. 

Comments: No comments have been re¬ 
ceived with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
the purpose for which such article is in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. Reasons: The for¬ 
eign article is an accessory to a Hitachi 
electron microscope HY -2 which is de¬ 
signed specifically for use with the for¬ 
eign electron microscope. We know of no 
manufacturer, other than the manufac¬ 
turer of the electron microscope with 
which the foreign article Is intended to be 
used, that produces a comparable acces¬ 
sory which will fit the Hitachi electron 
microscope. 

For the foregoing reasons, we find that 
no instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
the purposes for which such article is in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
In the United States. 

Ciiaklxy M. Denton, 
Director , Office of Scientific and 
Technical Equipment. Busi¬ 
ness and Defense Services 
Administration. 

[PR. Doc. 67-10040: Filed, Aug. 25. 1967; 

8:45 ajn.J 


National Bureau of Standards 
PHASE OF TIME SIGNALS 
Notice of Adjustments 

In compliance with the National Bu¬ 
reau of Standards policy of giving notice 
regarding changes in broadcasts by NBS 
radio stations, notice is hereby given 
that there will be an adjustment in the 
phases of time pulses emitted from NBS 
radio stations WWV and WWVL, Fort 
Collins. Colo., and WWVH. Maui, 
Hawaii. On September 20. 1967. the clock 


controlling the times of signals broad¬ 
cast from these stations will be advanced 
200 microseconds at 0000 UT. 

This adjustment is made to bring into 
closer agreement the time signals con¬ 
trolled by those clocks of the National 
Bureau of Standards and the U.S. Naval 
Observatory which follow the coordi¬ 
nated universal time <UTC » system. 

There will be no adjustment in time 
signals emitted by U.S. Navy stations 

There will be no change In the epoch 
of seconds pulses emitted from NBS radio 
station WWVB. Fort Collins. Colo., 
broadcasts of which are made in accord¬ 
ance with the coordinated stepped atom¬ 
ic time <SAT> system. 

Pursuant to an agreement between the 
U.S. Naval Observatory and the National 
Bureau of Standards this announcement 
has been reviewed by and has the con¬ 
currence of the UB. Naval Observatory. 

Dated: August 18. 1967. 

R.S. Wallkigh. 

Actbtg Director. 

|FR Doc. 67-10063; Filed. Aug 25. 1967; 

8:47 a m i 


NBS RADIO STATIONS 

Notice of No Change in Standard 
Frequency and Time Broadcasts 

In accordance with National Bureau 
of Standards policy of giving monthly 
notices regarding changes of phases In 
seconds pulses, notice is hereby given 
that there will be no change in the phase 
of seconds pulses emitted from radio 
station WWVB, Fort Collins. Colo., on 
October 1. 1967. The carrier frequency 
of WWVB is 60 kHz and is broadcast 
without offset. These emissions arc made 
following the stepped atomic time * BAT) 
system as coordinated by the Bureau 
International de lTIeure <BIH>. 

Notice is also hereby given that there 
will be no change In the. phase of time 
pulses emitted from radio stations 
WWV. Fort Collins, Colo., and WWVH 
Maui, Hawaii, on October 1 . 1967. These 
pulses at present occur at Intervals which 
are longer titan one second by 300 parts 
in 10 ,ft . This is due to the offset main¬ 
tained In the carrier frequencies of these 
stations following the universal time 
<UTC> system as coordinated by the 
BIH. 

R. 8. Walleigh. 

Acting Director. 

August 17, 1967. 

|FR. Doc. 67-10064: Piled. Aug 25. 1967; 

8:47 A.m.| 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No, 16805. etc.; Order No. E-255611 

AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., ET AL. 

Order Instituting Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C., 
on the 23d day of August 1967; Standby 
youth fares proposed by American Air¬ 


lines. Inc.. Dockets 16805. 16806 16807 
16808. 16811. 16823. and 16851; “voiing 
adult*' fares proposed by Alleghenv A lr . 
lines, Inc.. Docket 16826; investigation oj 
currently effective standby youth 'ares 
and 'young adult" fares. Docket 1893 fi 
By orders adopted January 20. 1966 
tiie Board dismissed complaints against 
standby youth fares proposed by Ameri¬ 
can Airlines, Inc.' and against **\ um 
adult" fares proposed by Alleghen . \j r . 
lines, Inc.* The Board found In each 
instance that the complaints did rot 
forth facts sufficient to warrant insti¬ 
gation and that the requests therofor 
and consequently the requests for sus¬ 
pension. should be denied and the 
complaints dismissed. The Board s ordm 
were reviewed by the US. Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit at the 
Instance of Transcontinental Bus Sys¬ 
tem. Inc., and other bus companies o« 
July 24. the court concluded its consider¬ 
ation of the case by the Issuar.r-- or & 
judgment holding that the torching 
orders of the Board "refusing to Investi¬ 
gate or suspend the youth and young 
adult fare tariffs, be. and they an* hereby 
set aside and reversed and the case Rrt 
remanded to the Civil Aeronautics 
Board for such further proceedings a* arc 
appropriate under the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, and not inconsistent with 
the opinion of this Court." * 

To reflect the court's Judgment we 
shall formally vacate Orders E-23137 
and E-23138 dismissing complaints 
against the standby youth fares proposed 
by American Airlines, Inc., and the 
"young adult" fares proposed by Alle¬ 
gheny Airlines, Inc., except insofar ua 
they establish reporting requirem mu 
This action will serve to reinstate the 
complaints before ua. In order to deal 
with the issues raised by the complaints 
in the light of the determinations of the 
court, w r e shall now order the Institution 
of an investigation with respect to the 
lawfulness of these tariffs. Our investi¬ 
gation. however, will be expanded to en¬ 
compass all other currently effective 
standby youth fares or young adult fares 
filed by carriers other than those named 
above. In this w*ay, whatever conclusions 
wc reach In this matter can be made 
effective with respect to all like tariffs u 
the same time. 

Before proceeding further, however ut* 
believe that it would be advisable to af¬ 
ford the parties and any other lntere^P d 
persons an opportunity to exprej* their 
views with respect to the nature of this 
investigation and the course that it may 
follow. Specifically, we shall afford the 
airlines an opportunity to Indicate the:: 
plans with respect to the curtailment 
continuance or expansion of their youth 
fare programs. All parties will be af¬ 
forded an opportunity to set forth any 
arguments that they may have in sup- 


> Order No. E-23137 entered In Dock*'-* 
16805, 16806, 16807. 16808. 168U. 1682< And 
16851. 

1 0rder No. E-23138 entered in Dock*' 
16826. 

4 TransconUnentaJ Bus 5y»tcm. Inc ft 
v. Civil Aeronautic* Board. No* 23.410 nnd 
23.411. C.A. 5, decided July 24. 1967. 
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von of or In opposition to the Justifica¬ 
tion for the various youth fare programs. 
Finally, all parties will be asked to com¬ 
ment on the need for or efficacy of an 
evidentiary hearing and to accompany 
their comments with a showing as to the 
evidence to be adduced by them at such 
a hearing and the factual conclusions 
*uch evidence will tend to establish. 
Once these comments and showing are 
ftted we shall be in a position to proceed 
promptly in delineating the course to be 
followed in the investigation we are now 
ordering. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the mandate 
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit/ and pursuant to the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958. and particu¬ 
larly sections 204(a). 404. and 1002 
thereof: It is ordered. ThAt: 

X. Orders E-23137 and E-23138. both 
adopted January 20. 1966. be, and the 
same hereby are. vacated, except Insofar 
as they establish reporting requirements. 

2. An Investigation be Instituted under 
Docket 18936 to determine whether the 
fares and provisions described in Ap¬ 
pendix A* * hereto, including subsequent 
revisions and reissues thereof, and rules, 
regulations, and practices affecting such 
fares and provisions are or will be unjust 
or unreasonable, unjustly discrimina¬ 
tory. unduly preferential, unduly prej¬ 
udicial. or otherwise unlawful, and if 
found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful fares and provisions, 
and rules, regulations, or practices af¬ 
fecting such fares and provisions. 

3. Any party to this proceeding or 
otiier interested person may. within a 
period of 30 days after publication of 
this order in the Federal Register, file 
a statement with the Board setting forth 
its views as to the nature of this In¬ 
vestigation and the course that It should 
follow. Such statements may include but 
are not limited to: 

a Plans of the air carriers with respect 
to the curtailment, continuance, or ex¬ 
pansion. of their youth fare programs: 

b. Arguments in support of or in oppo¬ 
sition to the Justification for various 
youth fare programs; and 

c The need for or efficacy of an evi¬ 
dentiary hearing, accompanied by show¬ 
ings as to the evidence to be adduced at 
such a hearing and the factual conclu¬ 
sions such evidence would tend to 
establish. 

4 Copies of this order be served upon 
American Society of Travel Agents. Na¬ 
tional Trail ways Bus System. Alaska 
Airlines. Inc., Allegheny Airlines. Inc,. 
Aloha Airlines, Inc., American Airlines. 
Inc Bonanza Air Lines. Inc,, Bran Iff Air¬ 
ways. Inc., Central Airlines. Inc., Conti¬ 
nental Air Lines. Inc.. Delta Air Lines, 
Inc., Eastern Air Lines, Inc., Frontier 
Airlines, Inc.. Hawaiian Airlines. Inc.. 
Lake Central Airlines. Inc., National Air¬ 


• See note 3, supra. 

* Appendix A filed ju part of original 

Q'.jcument, 


lines. Inc., New York Airways. Inc., North 
Central Airlines. Inc., Northeast Airlines, 
Inc.. Northwest Airlines. Inc., Ozark Air 
Lines. Inc., Pacific Air Lines. Inc., Pan 
American World Airw ays, Inc.. San Fran¬ 
cisco k Oakland Helicopter Airlines. Inc., 
Southern Airways. Inc., Trans-Texas 
Airways. Inc.. Trans World Airlines, Inc., 
United Air Lines. Inc.. West Coast Air¬ 
lines, Inc.. Western Air Lines. Inc., and 
they are hereby made parties to this 
proceeding. 

This order will be published in the 

Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal 1 Mabel McCart, 

Acting Secretary . 

(Fit. Doc. 67-10067; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 

8:48 am | 

I Docket No. 18860] 

NATIONAL AIRLINES, INC. 

Proposed Approval of Application 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
statutory requirements of section 408(b) 
that the undersigned Intends to issue the 
order set forth below under delegated au¬ 
thority. Interested parties are hereby 
afforded a period of 15 days wltiiin which 
to file comments or request a hearing 
with respect to the action proposed in the 
order. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., August 22, 
1967. 

[seal] A. M. Andrews. 

Director . 

Bureau of Operating Rights. 

Otoxi Granting Approval 

Issued under delegated authority. 

Application of National Airlines. Inc., for 
an exemption from section 408 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. Docket 
18869. 

By application Hied August 4. 1067, as 
fCmrndcd on August 10. 1967, National Air¬ 
lines. Inc. (National), requested that the 
Board grant an exemption from the require¬ 
ments of section 408 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1968. as amended (the Act). Insofar 
as that provision would prohibit the lease of 
two B-727QC aircraft (the aircraft) from 
Airlift International. Inc. (Airlift). 

In support of Its application. Rational 
stated that on July 18. 1967, It entered Into 
an agreement with Airlift whereby Airlift, 
upon Its expected acquisition of the aircraft 
in the faU of 1067 would lease such aircraft 
to National so as to provide National with a 
dally daytime utilization of each aircraft 
with a monthly minimum of 248 block hours 
of time. The lease provide* that National will 
dally redeliver each aircraft, effecting the 
change in configuration to enable Airlift to 
utilize the aircraft in its scheduled night¬ 
time cargo operations for a minimum of 168 
hour* per month. The rentAl payable by Na¬ 
tional under the lease is 865.000 per month 
per aircraft The term of the lease Is for 1 
year, with an option in National to renew the 
lease of one or both aircraft for an additional 
1-year period. The parties will each month 
coordinate their respective schedule* to their 
mutual satisfaction. 

The application made the further conten¬ 
tions that Airlift's cargo operations were 


essentially night-time operations. Therefore, 
the Instant daylight leasing of the aircraft 
would provide high hourly utilization with 
an opportunity for Increased Income to 
Airlift. 

It 1* further contended that the agreement 
presents no question of undesirable combina¬ 
tion. restraint of competition. Jeopardy to 
another person or potential conflict of In¬ 
terest National requested an exemption on 
the ground that the time required to obtain 
the requisite approval under section 408 
might delay implementation of the agree¬ 
ment. However, the aircraft will not be avail¬ 
able until the fall of the year and under the 
circumstances we believe it Is more appro¬ 
priate to handle the matter under the third 
proviso of section 408(b). 

No adverse comments or requests for a 
hearing have been received by the Board. 

Notice of intent to dispose of the applica¬ 
tion without a hearing has been published In 
the Federal Register. and a copy of such 
notice hss tfeen furnished by the Board to 
the Attorney General not later than the day 
following the date of such publication, both 
In accordance with the requirements of sec¬ 
tion 406(b) of the Act. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing. It is 
concluded that Jurisdiction over the trans¬ 
action exists under section 408. However, it 
Is further concluded that the transaction 
doe* not affect the control of an air carrier 
directly engaged In the operation of aircraft 
In air transportation, doe* not result in 
creating a monopoly and doc* not restrain 
competition or jeopardize any other air car¬ 
rier not a party thereto. Furthermore, no 
person disclosing o substantial Interest in 
this proceeding Is currently requesting a 
hearing, and It is found that the public In¬ 
terest doc* not require a hearing. The lease 
should be beneficial to both carrier*. Airlift 
will receive revenue from the aircraft for a 
period when the equipment might otherwise 
not be utilized. National will be able to offer 
Increased capacity to the traveling public as 
a result of the lease. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated by 
the Board in the Board's Regulations, 14 CFIt 
385 13. It is found that the foregoing lease 
transaction between National and Airlift 
should be approved under section 408(b) of 
the Act. without a hearing. 

Accordingly , it is ordered: 

1. That the lease transaction herein de¬ 
scribed. between National and Airlift, be 
and it hereby is approved; 

2. That this action shall not be deemed 
an approval for rate-making purposes of 
the financial provisions of the transaction; 
and 

3. That, to the extent not granted herein, 
the application In Docket 18869 be and It 
hereby Is denied. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this ord er p ursuant to the 
Board's regulations, 14 CFR 385 60. may file 
such petitions within S days after the date 
of service of lhU order. 

This order shall be effective and become 
the action of the Civil Aeronautics Board 
upon the expiration of the above period 
unless within such period a petition for 
review Is filed, or the Board give* notice 
that it will review this order on Its own 
motion. 

By; A. M. Andrews, 
Director, 

Bureau of Operating Bights. 

(skalJ Harold R. Sanderson. 

Secretary . 

|F.R. Doc. 67 10068: Filed. Aug. 25. 1067; 

8:48 a m | 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

| Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder Li¬ 
cense No. 610] 

EAGLE SHIPPING CO.. INC. 
Revocation of License 

Whereas, Eagle Shipping Co.. Inc., 17 
Battery Place. New York. N.Y. 10004, has 
ceased to operate as an Independent 
ocean freight forwarder; and 
Whereas, Eagle Shipping Co.. Inc. has 
returned its Independent Ocean Freight 
Forwarder License No. 618 to the Com¬ 
mission for cancellation. 

Now. therefore, by virtue of authority 
vested in me by the Federal Maritime 
Commission as set forth in Manual of 
Orders. Commission Order No. 201.1 (re¬ 
vised), section 6.03: 

It is ordered. That the Independent 
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No. 
618 of Eagle Shipping Co.. Inc., be and 
is hereby revoked, effective August 22. 
1967. 

It is further ordered . That a copy of 
this order be published in the Federal 
Register and served on the licensee. 
Served: August 21. 1967. 

John F. Gilson. 

Deputy Director. 
Bureau of Domestic Regulation. 

IF.R. Doc. 67-10070: Filed. Aug 26. 1967: 
8:49 it m | 


BRAZIL-UNITED STATES ATLANTIC 
COCOA BEAN AGREEMENT 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763. 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission. 1321 H Street NW.. 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers. New’ 
York, N.Y., New Orleans. La., and 8an 
Francisco. Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be sub¬ 
mitted to the Secretary. Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, Washington, DC. 
20573. within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
A copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party Wing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval: 


On behalf of 

Com pan h la De Navcgacao Lotde Braal- 
Mro. Com pan hi a De Nnvegscao Mwl- 
tlma Nctumar. 

Empress Lines* Muritlm&a Argentina*.. 

The Lamport & Holt Line. Ltd . The Booth 
Steamship Co.. Ltd. 

Montcm&r Sodedod Anonlnui .. 

Moore-McCormack Line*. Inc . 


By 

Mr Frank J McConnell. Attorney. 52 W*ii 
Street, New York. NY. 10005 


Mr Seymour H. Kllglcr. Attorney, 120 Broad * IV 
New York. N Y. 10005. 

Mr. Paul Hancock. Representative. 17 Battery 
Place. New York, NY. 10004. 

Mr James N. Jacobi. Attorney. 2000 K S'r***. 
NW , Washington, D.C. 20006 

Mr. Ira L. Ewers. Attorney. 1000 16th Strrr 
NW., Washington. D.C. 20036. 


Agreement 9649-C Implements pend¬ 
ing Agreement 9649 (Inter-American 
Freight Conference—Pooling Guide¬ 
lines) to form a pool to allocate cocoa 
bean cargoes northbound from Brazilian 
ports north of and Including Vitoria up 
to and Including Salvador to all U.S. At¬ 
lantic Coast ports. Pool participants must 
be party to the Inter-American Freight 
Conference, pending Agreement No. 9648, 
and are divided into two main groups, 
i.e. National Flag Lines (Brazil and 
United States) and Third Flag Lines 
which are further subdivided between 
Pan American Lines and all other 
lines. The pool will be of 5 years 
duration, 1967 to 1971, and will main¬ 
tain its headquarters at Rio de Ja¬ 
neiro. Each of the parties may carry 
up to 10 percent over its assigned 
quota without penalty. However, the full 
freight on any excess overcarried above 
this 10 percent must be contributed to 
the pool fund and expenses of adminis¬ 
tering the pooling agreement will be paid 
from the funds so contributed to the ex¬ 
tent that the same are available. Any 
balance due for such expenses will be 
apportioned among the participating 
carriers pro rata in accordance with their 
allocated percentages. 

Dated: August 24,1967. 

By order of the Federal Maritim# 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Assistant Secretary. 

|P-R. Doc 67-10103; Piled, Aug. 25. 1967: 

8:49 am.] 


BRAZIL-UNITED STATES ATLANTIC 
COFFEE AGREEMENT 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916 as 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763 46 
U-S.C.814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW. 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers. New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans. La„ and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary. Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20573. with¬ 
in 20 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in¬ 
dicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done 

Notice of agreement filed for approval: 


On behalf of By 

Companhta De Navegocao Loide Braslielro. Mr Frank J. McConnell. Attorney. 52 Wall 
Companhla De Navegacao MartUma Street. New York. N.Y. 10005. 

Netumar. 

Emprcca Llneas Marltlms* Argentina*. .. Mr. Seymour H Kligler. Attorney. 120 Broadway 

New York. NY. 10005. 

The Lamport k Holt Line, Ltd . The Booth Mr. Paul Hancock. Representative, 17 Battery 
Steamship Co.. Ltd. Place. New York. NY. 10004. 

Montemar Socledsd Anonlma - * Mr. James N Jacobi, Attorney. 2000 K Street 

NW., Washington. D.C. 20006, 

Moore-McCormack Line*. Inc . Mr. Ira L Ewer*, Attorney. 1000 16th Street NW 

Washington, D.C, 20036. 
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Notice of agreement filed for approval: 


On behalf of 

Companhiii Do Navegacao Loldo Braillclro Mr. Frank J. McConnell. Attorney, 52 Wall 
Navegocao MercantU 8 .A. Street, New York. N.Y. 10005. 

Empress Uncos Mart Um as ArgentInos - Mr. Seymour H, Kllgler. Attorney. 120 Broad¬ 
way, New York. N.Y. 10005. 

Delta 8 teams hi p Lines, Inc . - t _ Mr. Donald Macleay. Attorney, 1625 K Street 

NW„ Washington. D.C. 20006. 


Agreement 9649-A Implements pend¬ 
ing Agreement 9649 (Inter-American 
Freight Conference—Pooling Guide¬ 
line to form a pool to allocate green 
coffee cargoes northbound from Brazil¬ 
ian ports south of and Including Vitoria 
to all UJS. Atlantic Coast ports. Pool 
participants must be party to the Inter- 
American Freight Conference, pending 
Agreement No. 9648. and are divided into 
two main groups, l.c. National Flag Lines 
(Brazil and United States) and Third 
Flag lines, which are further subdivided 
between Pan American Lines and all 
other lines. The pool will be of 5 years 
duration, 1967 to 1971. and will main¬ 
tain Its headquarters at Rio de Janeiro. 
Each of the parties may carry up to 10 
percent over its assigned quota without 
penalty. However, the full freight on 
any excess overcarricd above this 10 
percent must be contributed to the pool 
fund, and expenses of administering the 
pooling agreement will be paid from the 
funds so contributed to the extent that 
the same arc available. Any balance due 
for such expenses will be apportioned 
among the participating carriers pro 
rata in accordance with their allocated 
percentage quotas. 

Dated: August 24. 1967. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 

Commission. 

Fean exs C. Hurney. 

Assistant Secretary. 

|PR. Doc. 67-10104; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967: 

6:40 am.) 


BRAZIL-UNITED STATES GULF OF 
MEXICO COFFEE AGREEMENT 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with 
the Commission for approval pursuant 
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
u amended (39 Stmt. 733, 75 Stat. 763. 
<6 U5.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission. 1321 H Street NW.. 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers. New 
York. N.Y.. New Orleans, La., and San 
FrancUco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary. Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20573. 
within 20 day’s after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. A copy 
of any such statement should also be 
forwarded to the party filing the agree¬ 
ment (as indicated hereinafter) and the 
comment* should indicate that this has 
<*en done. 


Agreement 9649-B Implements pend¬ 
ing Agreement 9649 (Inter-American 
Freight Conference-Pooling Guidelines) 
to form & pool to allocate cargoes north¬ 
bound from Brazilian ports south of and 
Including Vitoria to all U.o. Gulf of 
Mexico ports. Pool participants must be 
party’ to the Inter-American Freight Con¬ 
ference. pending Agreement No. 9648. 
and are divided into two main groups. Lc.. 
National Flag Lines (Brazil and United 
States) and Third Flag Lines, which, at 
present consist of Pan American Lines 
only, although provision Is made for ad¬ 
mission of other third flag lines. The pool 
will be of 3 years duration. 1967 to 1969, 
and will maintain its headquarters at Rio 
dc Janeiro. Each of the parties may carry 
up to 10 percent over its assigned quota 
without penalty. However, the full freight 
on any excess ovcrcarried above this 10 
percent must be contributed to the pool 
fund, and expenses of administering the 
pooling agreement will be paid from the 
funds so contributed to the extent that 
the same are available. Any balance due 
for such expenses will be apportioned 
among the participating carriers pro rata 
in accordance with their allocated per¬ 
centage quotas. 

Dated: August 24,1967. 

By order of the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[FH. Doc. 67-10105: Piled. Aug. 25. 1967; 

8:49 o_m.) 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Project No. 2338| 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY 
OF NEW YORK. INC. 

Order Granting Petition To 
Intervene 

August 17. 1967. 

On June 9.1967, the Connecticut State 
Board of Fisheries and Game has asked 
to become an active intervener in the 
proceedings relating to the proposed 
pumped storage project of Consolidated 
Edison Company of New York. Inc., on 
the Hudson River at Cornwall, N.Y. The 
Connecticut Board has also asked that 
this Commission delay approval of plant 
construction and operation pending com¬ 
pletion of certain studies on the effect 
of the project on fish life, hold further 


hearings at some point In Connecticut, 
advise the Connecticut Board as to the 
current status of the project including 
any schedule of future action and con¬ 
sider the comments of the Connecticut 
Board as part of the official records. 
Answers were filed by Consolidated Edi¬ 
son and the Scenic Hudson Preservation 
Conference. 

In these proceedings petitions to Inter¬ 
vene were to be filed by March 15. 1966; 
hearings commenced on November 14, 

1966. and were completed on May 27. 

1967, and initial briefs were exchanged 
on August 14. 1967, with reply briefs due 
September 5,1967. There has been exten¬ 
sive evidence with respect to the impact 
of the proposed project on the fishery 
resources of the area, and these matters 
presumably will be dealt with at length 
In the briefs to be submitted to the Ex¬ 
aminer. Obviously it would not be appro¬ 
priate for us to determine at this stage 
of the proceeding whether evaluation of 
the record will indicate extensive ad¬ 
ditional studies of the fish problem, and 
testimony thereon, will be necessary to 
permit a proper determination of the 
question. However. In spite of the pro¬ 
ceedings having reached an advanced 
stage, it Is our opinion that it is in the 
public interest to permit the Connecticut 
Board to intervene in the case. More¬ 
over. we believe that if the Board is 
presently in possession of any informa¬ 
tion not fully’ canvassed on the record, 
they should be given an opportunity to 
present such additional evidence on the 
effect of the proposed project on the 
Connecticut fisheries and fishing indus¬ 
try. We are obviously not in a position 
to determine whether the Board is in 
possession of or prepared to submit any 
such evidence, not purely cumulative of 
existing testimony. Accordingly, we are 
providing that the Presiding Examiner 
convene a hearing conference on Sep¬ 
tember 7, 1967. to determine whether the 
Board has relevant and material addi¬ 
tional evidence to submit at this time, 
and. in the event he decides in the af¬ 
firmative, to establish reasonable periods 
for the submission and cross-examina¬ 
tion of such evidence and for supple¬ 
mental briefs thereon. If he does not, 
the Board should be given a reasonable 
time to submit by way of brief (to which, 
of course, other parties should have an 
opportunity to respond) any further 
comments on the fishery resource prob¬ 
lem in the light of the existing record 
thereon, as it might wish In supplement 
to Its letter of June 12. 1967 (which, of 
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course. Is a part of the official records of 
the Commission, but not evidence!. 

The Commission further finds: 

(1) Although the petition to inter¬ 
vene filed by the Connecticut Board was 
not filed within the time required by 
f 1.8(d) of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8(d)). 
good cause exists to permit the late 
filing. 

(2> It is desirable and in the public 
Interest to allow the Connecticut Board 
to intervene in this proceeding for the 
purpose specified below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The Connecticut State Board of 
Fisheries and Game is permitted to inter¬ 
vene in this proceeding: Provided, That 
its participation shall be limited to the 
effect of Consolidated Edison's proposed 
project on the Connecticut fisheries and 
fishing lndustrly: And provided further. 
That the admission of such Intervener 
shall not be construed as recognition by 
the Commission that it might be ag¬ 
grieved by any order or orders entered in 
this proceeding. 

<B) The Presiding Examiner shall 
convene a hearing conference on Sep¬ 
tember 7. 1987. If he decides on the basis 
of the conference that the Board lias 
relevant and material evidence to sub¬ 
mit on the effect of the proposed proj¬ 
ect on the Connecticut fisheries and fish¬ 
ing industry, he shall establish reason¬ 
able periods for the submission and cross- 
examination of such evidence and for 
supplemental briefs thereon. If he de¬ 
cides the Board does not have such evi¬ 
dence, he shall give the Board oppor¬ 
tunity to submit further comments on 
the fishery resource problem and other 
parties opportunity to respond. 

By the Commisison. 

(seal] Gordon M. Grant. 

Secretary. 

|PR. Doc 67-10042: Filed. Aug. 35. 1067; 

8:45 a ni | 


[Docket Noe. GS68-24, CS68 25) 

JAMES B. DUNIGAN TRUST ET At. 

Notice of Applications for “Small 
Producer” Certificates 1 

August 18, 1987. 

James B. Dunigan Trust, et al.. Docket 
No. CS&8-24; Dorothy Webb ZoUer, 
Docket No. CS68-25. 

Take notice that on July 27. 1967. 
James B. Dunigan Trust et al.,* * c/o 


* ThU notice does not provide for con¬ 
solidation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein, nor should it be so construed. 

* Successors In Interest to T. J. Jefferies. 
Jefferies interest has heretofore been covered 
by the Operators (James O Fox, Jr.) cer¬ 
tificate In Docket No. C867-26. 


Thomas G. Crouch. Attorney. 2700 Re¬ 
public Bank Building, Dallas. Tex. 75201, 
and on August 2. 1967. Dorothy Webb 
Zoller. c/o J. L. Davis. Gas Consultant, 
233 Petroleum Life Building. Midland, 
Tex. 79701. filed In Docket Nos. CS68-24 
and CS68-25, respectively, applications 
pursuant to section 7(c> of the Natural 
Gas Act and 1 157.40 of the regulations 
thereunder for "small producer" certifi¬ 
cates of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the sale for resale and de¬ 
livery of natural gas in interstate com¬ 
merce from the Permian Basin area of 
Texas and New Mexico, all as more fully 
set forth in the applications which are 
on file with the Commisison and open to 
public inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. D.C. 20428, in accord¬ 
ance with the r ules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10> on or before 
September 11. 1967. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on all ap¬ 
plications in which no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter believes that 
a grant of the certificates is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Where a protest or petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or where the 
Commission on its ow*n motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 67-10043; Filed. Aug. 25, 1067; 

8:45 a.m.| 


[Docket No. RI68 80 etc.J 

INVESTOR ROYALTY CO., INC., 

ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates, and Allowing Rate Changes 
To Become Effective Subject to 
Refund 1 

August 18. 1967. 

The Respondents named herein have 
filed proposed changes in rates and 


* Does not consolidate for hearing or dis¬ 
pose of the several matters herein. 


charges of currently effective rate sched¬ 
ules for sales of natural gas under Com¬ 
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in Ap¬ 
pendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is m the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Comm ion 
enter upon hearings regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed changes, and 
that the supplements herein be sus¬ 
pended and their use be deferred u, or¬ 
dered below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A), Under the Natural Gas Act. par- 
tlcularly sections 4 and 15. the mruU- 
tions pertaining thereto (18 CFR ch I>. 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, public hearings shall be 
held concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed changes. 

<B> Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred until 
date shown in the "Date Suspend rm Un¬ 
til" column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural Gu 
Act: Provided , however. That the supple¬ 
ments to the rate schedules filed by Re¬ 
spondents, as set forth herein, shall be¬ 
come effective subject to refund on the 
date and in the manner herein pre¬ 
scribed if within 20 days from the dare of 
the i&suAncc of this order Respondents 
shall each execute and file under its 
above-designated docket number with 
the Secretary of the Commission Its 
agreement and undertaking to comply 
with the refunding and reporting pro¬ 
cedure required by the Natural Gas Act 
and $ 154.102 of the regulations there¬ 
under. accompanied by a certificate 
showing service of copies thereof upon 
all purchasers under the rate schedule 
Involved. Unless Respondents are sdvLsed 
to the contrary within 15 days after the 
filing of their respective agreements and 
undertakings, such agreements and un¬ 
dertakings shall be deemed to have been 
accepted. 

<C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of these proceedings or expira¬ 
tion of the suspension period. 

(D) Notices of intervention or petl- 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 18 
and 1.37(f)) on or before October 4.1967 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Gordon M Grant 

Secretary 
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Texaco. Inc. (Texaco), request that Ita 
proposed tax reimbursement increase be per¬ 
mitted to become effective as of July 1. 1967. 
(tool cause has not been shown for waiving 
tbc 30 day notice requirement provided in 
scctkoQ 4(d) of the Natural Oas Act to per¬ 
mit an writer effective date for Texaco's rate 
Aung and such request Is denied. 

The contract related to the rate filing by 
I&testor Royalty Oo.. Inc. (Operator), et ai.. 
(Inventor) was executed subsequent to Sep¬ 
tember 28. 1960, the date of issuance of the 
Cammis&lon'a statement of general policy 
No. ei-i, as amended, and the proposed rate 
of 13D cents per Mcf rxoeeds the area in¬ 
creased rate ceiling of 11 j 0 cents per Mcf for 
the Kansas area but Is below the initial serv¬ 
ice celling of 16.0 cents per Mcf for the area 
Involved. We believe. In this situation. In¬ 
vestor’s rate filing should be suspended far 
1 day from August 19. 1067. the proposed 
effective dste. 

Texaco proposes an increase from 6.78 
eenu. which Is effective subject to refund, to 
6755 cents at 14 65 pal* reflecting tax re¬ 
imbursement only. The sole Is to Phillips 
Petroleum Co. I Phillips) from the Hugo ton 
Field, Texas County. Oltla. (Panhandle Area). 
FWlllpe gathers and processes the gas and 
resells the residue gas to El Paso Natural 
Om Co. st a base rate of 15.22 cents per Mcf. 
vhleh rate is in effect subject to refund in 
Ifcckrt No RI65-528. Although Texaco's 
proposed rate does not exceed the area in¬ 
creased rate ceiling of 11 j0 cents per Mcf 
(ftppUcvib!* at the tailgate of Phillips* plant) 
for the Panhandle Area as announced in the 
ConmlUaion's statement of general policy 
So fli-i, as amended. It should be suspended 
because such celling Is applicable to Phillips' 
r«ale rate, hot to Texaco's. In view of the 
fact that the male rate of Phillips is sus¬ 
pended tn Docket No. RI65-526, we conclude 
tbst s 1 day suspension from August 24. 1967. 

date of expiration of the statutory notice. 
** appropriate with respect to Texaco's rate 
filing. 

l p *‘ Doc. 67—10046: Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 

6:46 a.m ] 


(Docket No CP68-451 

SABINE PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

August 18.1967. 

Take notice that on August 10. 1967. 
wine Pipe Une Co. (Applicant). 1111 
Rusk Avenue. Houston. Tex. 77002, filed 
ta Bock *t No. CP68-45 a “budget-type 0 


application pursuant to subsection (c) of 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act. as im¬ 
plemented by l 157.7 of the regulations 
under the Act. for a certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity authoriz¬ 
ing the construction and operation of 
certain natural gas facilities, all as more 
fully set forth In the application which 
Is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Specifically. Applicant seeks authori¬ 
zation to expend not in excess of $10,000 
to make miscellaneous rearrangements 
to its transportation facilities during the 
12-month period beginning July 15.1967. 
Applicant states that it does not know at 
the present Ume all of the rearrange¬ 
ments to be made but states that ini¬ 
tially these will include two gate valves 
and one check valve for the receipt and 
delivery of natural gas from and to Tex¬ 
aco. Inc. (Texaco). Applicant states 
further that Texaco will reimburse it for 
all costs incurred in Uie installation of 
these initial facilities. 

The total cost of Applicant's proposed 
facilities Is not to exceed $10,000 during 
the 12-month period. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, D.C. 20426. in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(5 157.10) on or before September 14. 
1967. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject 
to the Jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to Intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on Its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
Is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
Its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing Is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 67-10044: Filed. Aug. 25. 1967: 
8:46 ajn.| 


(Docket No. CP68-421 

UNITED FUEL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

August 18.1967. 

Take notice that on August 9. 1967. 
United Fuel Oas Co. (Applicant), Post 
Office Box 1273. Charleston. W. Va. 
25325. filed in Docket No. CP68-42 on 
application pursuant to subsection <c> 
of section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the continued sales 
of natural gas for resale and distribution, 
together with operation of the faculties 
necessary therefor, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to continue the 
sale of natural gas to Consumers Gas 
Utility Co. (Consumers), for resale and 
distribution In the Toms Creek Area, 
Cabell County, W. Va.. through an addi¬ 
tional delivery point on Applicant's 
18-inch Line BM-74 which has been in 
use since January 1966. Applicant states 
that the total deliveries to Consumers 
will total approximately 1.300 Mcf per 
day during the 1967-68 winter heating 
period. Applicant further states that 
the total cost of the additional delivery 
point described above was $3,746. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D C. 20426. In accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act 
4 4157.10) on or before September 14, 
1967. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
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and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on Us 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
Is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant. 

Secretary. 

|Fit. Doc. 67-10045; Filed. Aug. 25. 1957: 

8:46 am | 

INTERAGENCY TEXTILE 
ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE 

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILES AND 
COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS 

Long-Term Arrangements Regarding 
International Trade in Cotton Textiles 

AuctrsT 23, 1967. 

The purpose of this notice is to an¬ 
nounce certain actions taken by the U.S. 
Government in furtherance of the objec¬ 
tives of, and under the terms of. the 
Long-Term Arrangements Regarding In¬ 
ternational Trade in Cotton Textiles 
done at Ocneva on February 9. 1962. 
This information is also published in the 
Department of Commerce Press Release 
G 67-166, dated August 11. 1967. 

This information supplements that 
contained in earlier Department of Com¬ 
merce press releases, the most recent 
which was G 67-109. dated April 28. 1967. 

1. Bilateral agreements—Hong Kong. 
On May 31.19C7 notes were exchanged in 
Hong Kong amending the United States- 
Hong Kong bilateral cotton textiles 
agreement (See Department of State 
Press Release No. 122 for details). 

Israel. On July 13. 1967 notes were ex¬ 
changed in Washington constituting a 
new comprehensive cotton textile bilat¬ 
eral agreement between the United States 
and Israel covering the 4-year period 
beginning October 1. 1966. This replaces 
an earlier agreement (Department of 
State Press Release No. 20) signed in 
Washington on January 27. 1967 (See 
Department of State Press Release No. 
158 for the details of the July agreement >. 

Malta. On June 14, 1967 notes were ex¬ 
changed in Valletta constituting a new 
comprehensive cotton textile bilateral 
agreement between Malta and the United 
States covering the 4-year period be¬ 
ginning January 1.1967 (See Department 
of State Press Release No. 142 for 
details). 

Mexico. On June 2. 1967 notes were ex¬ 
changed in Washington constituting a 
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new comprehensive cotton textile bilat¬ 
eral agreement between the United 
States and Mexico covering the 4-ycar 
period beginning May 1, 1967 (See De¬ 
partment of State Press Release No. 126 
for details). 

Pakistan. On July 3, 1967 notes were 
exchanged In Washington constituting a 
new comprehensive cotton textile bilat¬ 
eral agreement between the United States 
and Pakistan, covering the 4-year period 
beginning July l, 1966 . This replaces an 
earlier agreement (See Department of 
State Press Release No. 153 for details of 
the July Agreement). 

Turkey. On June 30. 1967 notes were 
exchanged In Washington which ex¬ 
tended for an additional 3 years the 
United States-Turkish Bilateral Cotton 
Textile Agreement of July 17, 1964. No 
other changes were made In the Agree¬ 
ment <See Department of State Press Re¬ 
lease No. 151 for the text of the UJS. 
note). 

2. Article 3 actions — Malaysia . The 
Commissioner of Customs was instructed 
during the period of this release to limit 
imports of Malaysian cotton textiles In 
several categories. The 12-month levels 
of restraint applicable to goods in these 
categories exported on or after the effec¬ 
tive dates shown below, arc as follows: 


F.fftcliv* 

<l(Uo 

Catnror? 

Quantity 

Apr. 2U067 

• 

400,(VO aquanc yard*. 

Mur 2UIVX 

Ift 

M&jroo aquart yards. 

Apt XUtm? 

IK 

400/100 •quart yard* 

May SR, 1067 

71 

aOUORO •quart > ant*. 

V<*>, 13.1V6? 

«A 

n/no«iaMH. 

Mar in. lOrtT 

60 

Mod durtfi. 

Mm r. 2I.IV07 

fit 

SJSOO doctfL 


(For other actions see Department of 
Commerce Press Release G 67-109 of 
Apr. 28. 1967.) 

Brazil. The United States renewed on 
June 9. 1967 certain existing Article 3 
restraints covering several categories of 
Brazilian cotton textiles. The 12-month 
lewis of restraints for these categories 
are as follows: 


Category 

22 ... *q yds.. 3.045,000 

26 (duck only)..do_1.575,000 

26 (other)..do-2.310.000 


(For other actions see Department of 
Commerce Press Release G 67-5 dated 
Jan. 5, 1967.) The restraint on Cate¬ 
gory 19 was not renewed for the period 
following July 26, 1967. 

On June 30. 1967. the United States 
requested Brazil to restrain exports of 
Brazilian poplin and broadcloth fabric 
< Category 15) to the United States. 

Tunisia. On July 24, 1967. the United 
States requested Tunisia to restrain ex¬ 
ports of Tunisian cotton duck fabric 
(part of Category 26) to the United 
States. 

3. Bilateral consultations. The United 
States held consultations during the pe¬ 
riod covered by this release with a num¬ 
ber of cotton textile exporting countries, 
Including Portugal, Spain. Colombia, Yu¬ 
goslavia, Jamaica, Japan. Korea, the Re¬ 
public of China, the Philippines, Greece. 


and India. Pending the completion 0 f 
consultations with Greece, further im¬ 
ports of yam were prohibited effective 
July 15. 1967. Imports of yam had ex¬ 
ceeded levels provided for in the Agree¬ 
ment of July 17, 1964. as amende or 
May 23. 1966. 

Stanley Nehmfp 
Chairman, Interagency Textile 
Administrative Committer 
and Deputy Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Resources. 

|F.R Doc. 67-10065; Filed, Aug. 2t> i'*e? 
8:47 a m. | 


PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON 
POSTAL ORGANIZATION 

NOTICE OF INQUIRY 

The President's Commission on Postal 
Organization, established by Executive 
Order No. 11341. dated April 8, 1967 »32 j| 
F-R. 5765). is charged with the respond- I 
bllity “to determine and report upon the I 
feasibility and desirability of a transfer 
of the postal service from the Post Office 
Department to a Government corpora- 
tion or such other form of organization 
as the Commission might consider de¬ 
sirable." In considering this objective, the I 
Commteslon Is to examine all factor* | 
which it deems relevant to postal organ!- ■ 
zation. Including but not limited to. man¬ 
agement and efficiency of the postal or. - 
ice. postal rates, compensation of 
employees and personnel policy and I 
postal facilities and technology. 

In order to be sure that the Commis¬ 
sion considers all relevant matter -, it U 
inviting interested parties to submit to 
it, in writing, their view’s on the critical 
issues confronting the Commission The 
questions set forth below represent some 
of the issues which the Commission be¬ 
lieves might be relevant to Its work and 
are to be considered as guideline/ for 
such a written statement of views inter¬ 
ested parties arc entirely free, however 
to present their own list of Issues and 
their views on how these issues should 
be resolved. The value of any submission 
to the Commission would be enhanced, 
of course, by detailed documentation of 
the party's answers. 

TO be assured consideration, written 
responses must be received at the Com¬ 
mission's offices. 1016 16th Street NW 
Washington. D.C. 20036. not later than 
5 p.m. on October 16. 1967. It would brlp 
the Commission if those addressim 
thcmselves to issues concerning rates 
services, and classes of mall provldc-d an 
estimate of their annual volume of mail 
and roughly the percentage of tha? vol¬ 
ume represented by first, second, j 
and fourth class mail. Those responds 
for an association should answer, if P 40 * 
slble. on behalf of Ita membership 

By order of the Commission Chairman. 

Murray Coharow. 

Fjcciifire Director. 
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laser List 

I KATES, sunnczs AND Cl.A«aui 
A li there general astlufaction with the 
oujJrty of mall service? What are the weakest 
of the service? What are the strong- 
,,17 Are there any particular classes of mall 
Mrvice that especially need Improvement? If 
there 6re, which Classen of service particular¬ 
ly :im*i improvement and what ahould be 
unjvuved? 

B. Postal coats might be cut by standard- 
ixattmi of mall and mailing procedures. How 
willing are mall users to accept standardiza¬ 
tion of: Letter size*? Parcel sires and weights? 
Presorting and sacking of mall? Zip codes on 
*U pieces of mall? Deposit of mall at the post 
oflice to accommodate workloads on different 
dap of the week and at different times of the 
day? 

C. What changes. If any, should be made in 
the current scheduling and methods of mall 

doll very? 

D. Should there be a service objective of 
l-day delivery of ftrst-clasa mall within met¬ 
ropolitan areas? Between any two points? 
Should there be an extra charge for this aerv- 
u**> l« there a need for a priority class of mall 
ttut would replace airmail and call for de¬ 
livery by the quickest possible transport? 

E Tbs Postal Policy Act of 1058 (39 UJ8.C. 
3301 r*. seq.) provides that first-cl ass mall 
constitutes a preferred service and that the 
postage lor first-class mall ahould be suffi- 
dent to cover its allocated cost and an ad¬ 
ditional amount representing the value of Its 
preferential service. Should this policy be 
modified In some way? If so. how? The Postal 
Policy Act <30 U3.C. 2303(a)) identifies cer¬ 
tain types of srnrloes as •’public services." 
Though the mechanics vary by type of serv¬ 
ice. the result of “public service" treatment 
under the Act Is a total or partial support of 
•uch < rvices from public funds. Should this 
policy be modified In some way? If 10 , how? 
Should the “public aervlce” treatment for the 
following be modified in some way: Second- 
class mail? Mailings of nonprofit organiza¬ 
tion* :> Mailings of educational matter? Mall 
*trYtro for the blind? If so, bow? Should the 
“pubik service" treatment for each of the 
following special services be modified In some 
way COD.? Insured mall? Special delivery? 
Money orders? If so. how? Should the "public 
fer.lce treatment of the following be modi¬ 
fied In some way: Third-class post offices? 
Fourth -class post offices? Rural routes? Star 
route*? If ao, how? 

F. Is the present level and interrelatlon- 
Mtfp of postal rates the best from the point 
oS view of the overall national Interest? If 
not how should It be modified? 

G Should second-class rates be deter- 
in&cd by: Distance sent? Delivery outside of 
county of publication? Proportion of odver- 
Jh:n< in the publication? Controlled circu¬ 
lation publications (nonsubscription) have a 
special postal rate higher than seoond-claaa 
jnd lover than third-class. Should this policy 
br modified In any way? Should there be a 
rote for newspaper* and certain mAgn- 
***** **chonge for preferred (“red tag") 
ae JJ lc * ? If so. what kind of rate? 

H What Is the social and economic value 
°» tommcrctkl third-class mall? 

L Should n limit be placed on the size 
»nd weight of parcels that are handled by 
u* service? Should the Poet Office get 
of the parcel post business entirely and 
fcave it to It* competitors In private express 
••nice? 

J Wiiat is the social and economic value 
7 Allowing services: Registered mall? 
wufled mall? Return receipts? Insured 
Money orders? Collect on delivery? 
reply envelopes? 8houId these senr- 
**• be modified la any way? 


H. LAOOt SXLATI0N5 

A. What changes In the area of personnel 
management or tabor relations should be 
made to improve the efficiency of the postal 
service either within the existing structure 
or under any alternative form or postal or¬ 
ganisation? What changes should be mode to 
Improve the morale or working conditions of 
the postal service, either within the existing 
structure or under any alternative form of 
postal organization? 

B. What changes. If any. should be mode 
in the present method of selecting post¬ 
masters and other postal management 
officials? 

C. Should postal management have the 
right to transfer employees to other locations 
In the interests of the postal service? If so. 
should this right extend to all employee* or 
Just certain groups (e-g- executive and 
managerial levels, supervisory levels)? 

D. What changes. If any, should be made in 
the types of issues over which postal employ¬ 
ees have the right to bargain collectively? 

E. Should postal personnel policies and 
wages be set on a nationwide basis or should 
there be local variations? 

P. Should postal employees have the right 
to strike? If not. what mechanism should 
there be for resolving impasses? Should there 
be fact-finding? Medtntton? Voluntary or 
compulsory arbitration? 

O. To what extent should the Post Office 
enter the labor market to employ people for 
reasons not directly related to mall 
operations? 

IIL GENERAL 

A. What are the principal constraints upon 
the Post Office management today? Consider, 
among others, both legal and organizational 
constraints, both within and without the 
Post Office; consider, among others, the areas 
of labor management relations and personnel, 
postal rates and services, postal facilities and 
technology, and financing of postal activities. 
Would the public Interest be served If some 
or all of these constraints were removed? 

B. If the Commission were to recommend 
that the Post Office should be transferred to 
some form of organization outside of the 
Cabinet, what procedures should be estab¬ 
lished to ensure that the organization be 
sensitive to the interest of the general public 
in such matters os quality of service and 
rates? Consider the possibility of a broadly 
representative advisory council, a board of 
directors with public membership, a public 
regulatory body. etc. 

C. How much should the postal service rely 
on private enterprlae. as distinguished from 
its own resources, for transportation and 
other sendees? Should the postal aervlce con¬ 
tinue to lease buildings and space from pri¬ 
vate parties? 

D. What ahould the postal policy be with 
respect to the rural carriers? The Star routes? 
Third-class post offices? Fourth-class post 
offices? Does the Post Office continue to serve 
a valuable function In rural areas apart from 
the delivery of mall? Should it? 

E. Should the Post Office monopoly on 
letter mail be continued? If the Post Office 
lost Its monopoly on fim-ctaas mall, would 
the public generally continue to use Ufe malls 
for its first-class mailings? What types of 
private express service would become avail¬ 
able and at what cast? What would the effect 
be on postal revenue? Would such competi¬ 
tion stimulate better service by the Post 
Office? 

P. Should the Poet Office continue to rely 
on the same mix of transportation modes 
which It currently uses? if not. on what 
types oT transportation should tt rely more 
heavily, and why? Should the employees of 
the transportation systems perform more 


or less of the mall handling functions than 
they do now? What technological innova¬ 
tions in the transportation field are likely to 
affect the postal system and how? How can 
the Post Office take advantage of modern ad¬ 
vances In transportation technology? 

O. The Cammlasion Is required to deter¬ 
mine and report on the feasibility and de¬ 
sirability of transfer of the postal service 
from Its present form to a Government cor¬ 
poration or another form of organization. 
Possible forms of organization run the gamut 
from the present Cabinet department to re¬ 
structured Cabinet department to a non- 
cabtnet Government deportment, to a Gov¬ 
ernment corporation, to a mixed public- 
private corporation, to a regulated private 
corporation, to the use of a series of licensed 
operators. Should the Post Office be trans¬ 
ferred from Its present farm of organization? 
If ao. to what form? The Commission would 
appreciate a detailed discussion of this Issue. 

| PH. Doc. 67-10075; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 

6:48 am ] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

J70-4527] 

COLUMBIA GAS SYSTEM, INC. 

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 
Debentures at Competitive Bidding 

August 22, 1967. 

Notice is hereby given that The Colum¬ 
bia Gas System. Inc. (“Columbia"), 120 
East 41st Street. New York, N.Y. 10017, 
a registered holding company, has filed 
a declaration, pursuant to the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act 0 ), designating sections 6 and 7 of 
the Act and Rule 50 promulgated there¬ 
under as applicable to the proposed 
transactions. All Interested persons are 
referred to the declaration, which Is sum¬ 
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

Columbia proposes to Issue and sell, 
subject to the competitive bidding re¬ 
quirements of Rule 50 under the Act. $25 
million principal amount of deben¬ 
tures _percent series due October 

1992. The interest rate of the debentures 
(which will be not less than 98!* percent 
of 1 percent) and the price, exclusive of 
accrued interest, to be paid to Columbia 
(which will be not less than 98** percent 
nor more than 101 V 2 percent of the prin¬ 
ciple amount thereof) will be determined 
by the competitive bidding. The deben¬ 
tures will be Issued under an indenture 
between Columbia and Morgan Guaranty 
Trust Company of New York. Trustee 
dated as of June 1, 1961. as heretofore 
supplemented by various Indentures and 
as to be further supplemented by a 10th 
supplemental indenture to be dated Oc¬ 
tober 1. 1967. 

The net proceeds from the sale of the 
debentures will be used by Columbia to 
finance, in part, the cost of Its subsidiary 
companies' 1967 construction program, 
estimated at $95 million and other cor¬ 
porate purposes. 

It is staled that no State commission 
and no Federal commission, other than 
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this Commission, has jurisdiction over 
the proposed transactions. A statement 
of the fees, commissions, and expenses 
related to the proposed transactions is to 
be filed by amendment. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than Sep¬ 
tember 18. 1967, request in writing that 
a hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the Issues of fact 
or law raised by said declaration which 
he desires to controvert; or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Commis¬ 
sion should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: Secre¬ 
tary. Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion, Washington. D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request should be served personally 
or by mall (airmail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon the 
declarant at the above-stated address, 
and proof of service (by affiid&vlt or. In 
case of an attorney at law. by certificate) 
should be filed with the request. At any 
time after said date, the declaration, as 
filed or as it may be Amended, may be 
granted as provided in Rule 23 of the 
general rules and regulations promul¬ 
gated under the Act, or the Commission 
may grant exemption from such rules 
as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive notice of 
further developments in this matter, in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing fif or¬ 
dered > and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission (pursuant to 
delegated authority). 

Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc 67-10051; Filed Aug 2ft. 1&67; 

8 46 *.m | 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

| Notice 438| 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

August 23, 1967. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un¬ 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 CFR 
Part 340) published in the Federal 
Register, issue of April 27. 1965. effec¬ 
tive July 1. 1965. These rules provide 
that protests to the granting of an ap¬ 
plication must be filed with the field 
official named in the Federal Register 
publication, within 15 calendar days 
after tlie date of notice of the filing of 
the application Is published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. One copy of such protest 
must be served on the applicant, or its 
authorised representative, if any, and 
the protests must certify that such serv¬ 
ice has been made. The protest must be 
specific as to the service which such 


Protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and six 
copies. 

A copy of the application Is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the field office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 78786 <Sub-No. 272 TA). filed 
August 16. 1967. Applicant: PACIFIC 
MOTOR TRUCKINO COMPANY. 9 
Main Street, San Francisco, Calif. 94105. 
Applicant's representative: B Silver, 140 
Montgomery Street, 8an Francisco, 
Calif. 94104. Authority sought to operate 
as a cow won carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except commodities in 
bulk, commodities, equipment, classes A 
and B explosives, and household goods 
as defined by the Commission: (1) From 
San Francisco. Calif, to Stockton. Calif., 
via UjS. Highway 50, and return over 
same route; (2) from Junction UB. 
Highway 50 and California Highway 120 
near Banta, Calif., over California High¬ 
way 120 to junction US. Highway 99, 
and return over same route; (3) from 
Banta. Calif., over California Highway 
33 to Los Banos. Calif, and return over 
same route; (4) from Vernalis, Calif., to 
Modesto. Calif., via California Highway 
132, And return over same route; (5) 
from Gustine. Calif., to Merced. Calif., 
via California Highway 140, and return 
over same route; <6) from Los Banos, 
Calif., to junction UB. Highway 99 and 
California Highway 152, via California 
Highway 152, and return over same 
route: (7) from Sacramento. Calif., to 
Calexico Calif., via US. Highway 99 
to junction UJS. Highway 60, thence 
via UB. Highway 60 to Coachella. 
Calif., thence via California Highway 
86 to El Centro, Calif., thence via 
California Highway 111 to Calexico. 
Calif., and return over same route: 
«8> from Coachella. Calif., to Brawley, 
Calif., via California Highway 111 
and return over same route; (9> 
from San Diego. Calif., to Yuma, Aria., 
via U.8. Highway 80, and return over 
same route; (10) from Areata. Calif., to 
Santa Ana. Calif., via U S. Highway 101, 
and return over same route; <11» from 
Benson. Ariz., to Lordsburg. N. Mex.. via 
UJS. Highway 80. and return over same 
route. 

02) From Junction US. Highway 666 
and Arizona Highway 86 to junction UB. 
Highway 80 near Steins. N. Mex., via 
Arizona Highway 86. and return over 
same route; (13) from Casa Grande. 
Ariz., to Gila Bend, Ariz.. via Arizona 
Highway 84. and return over same route; 
<14> from Alturas, Calif., to Reno. New, 
via UB. Highway 395, and return over 
same route; (15) from Hawthorne. New. 
to Phoenix. Ariz., via UB. Highway 95 
to Junction U.8. Highway 93 near Boul¬ 
der City, Nev., thence via UB. High¬ 
way 93 to Kingman, Ariz., thence via 
UB. Highway 66 to junction Arizona 
Highway 93. thence via Arizona High¬ 
way 93 to Junction US. Highway 89, 
thence via UB. Highway 89 to Phoenix; 


and return over same route; <ie» from 
Las Vegas, Nev.. to Yuma. Ariz., via is 
Highway 95. and return over same mut* 
serving Las Vegas for purposes of joinde* 
only: (17) from Indio, Calif , to Phoenix 
Ariz.. via UB, Highway 60, and ret urn 
over same route; (18) from Globe Ariz 
to Olenbar, Ariz., via UB. Highway to 
and return over same route; <l9 k from 
Candy, Calif., to 8usanville. Calif via 
California Highway 299 to Adin. Calif., 
thence via California Highway 139 to 
Susanville. Calif,, and return over same 
route; (20) from Roseville. Calif to 
Reno, New. via U.S. Highway 40, and re¬ 
turn over same route; (21) from Havr- 
thome, Nev., to Mina, Nev , via US 
Highway 95. and return over same route 
The foregoing routes may be tacked at 
common points of service to each other 
and to applicant's other authorities tn its 
certificates in MC-78786 and sub num¬ 
bers. No service shall be rendered at in¬ 
termediate points on routes numbered 14 
through 19 inclusive. 

All intermediate points on routes 1 
through 13 Inclusive and routes 20 and 
21 shall be served. Service shall also be 
provided at all off-route points in the 
California counties of Alameda, Amador. 
Butte, Calaveras. Colusa. Contra Costa. 
El Dorado, Fresno, Glenn. Humboldt. 
Imperial, Inyo, Kern, Kings. Los Angeles. 
Madera, Marin. Mendocino. Merced. 
Monterey. Napa, Nevada. Orange Placer, 
Riverside, Sacramento. San Benito. San 
Bernardino. San Francisco. San Joaquin. 
San Luis Obispo. San Mateo, Santa 
Barbara, Santa Clara. Santa Cruz, 
Solano, Sonoma. Stanislaus. Sutter 
Tulare. Ventura. Yolo, and Yuba, and 
the Arizona counties of Yuma. Maricopa 
Pinal, Santa Cruz. Cochise. Graham. 
Greenlee, Gila, and Pima, which are sta¬ 
tions on the rail lines of Southern Pacific 
Co. and its wholly owned rail subsidiaries 
(Northwestern Pacific Railroad Co., 
Petaluma and Santa Rosa Railroad Co- 
Visalia Electric Railroad Co. San Diego 
and Arizona Eastern Railroad, and 
Holton Inter-Urban Railway Co.), for 
180 days Supporting shippers: There are 
approximately 47 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington. D C. 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Wm. R. 
Murdoch. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Bureau of Operations. 450 
Golden Gate Avenue. Box 36004 San 
Francisco. Calif. 94102. 

No. MC 89684 (Sub-No. 59 TA* filed 
August 17. 1967. Applicant; WYCOrF 
COMPANY. INC.. 560 South Second West 
Street 84101, Post Office Box 366 84110 . 
Salt Lake City. Utah. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, in express 
service, limited to shipments not exceed¬ 
ing 250 pounds, from points in Utah and 
Idaho to Ely. McGill, and Ruth, Nev lor 
180 days. Supporting shippers: There are 
approximately 53 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, Dt. 
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or coplea thereof which may be examined 
H the held office named below. Send 
Diotesis to: John T. Vaughan. District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations. Inter- 
•Ute commerce Commission, 2224 Fed¬ 
eral Building. Salt Lake City. Utah 84111. 

No MC 107403 (Sub-No. 726 TA>. filed 
August 18. 1967. Applicant: MATLACK* 
INC, 10 West Baltimore Avenue, Lans- 
dowtie Pa. 190505. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John Nelson (same address as 
ibove*. Authority sought to operate as 
i common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: f lour, in 
bulk. In tank vehicles, from Treichlcrs, 
Pa, to Camden, East Hackensack, Jersey 
Citv. New Brunswick. Paterson, and 
Trenton. for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers: Nebraska Consolidated Mills 
Co.. 500 Klewlt Plaza, Omaha. Ncbr. 
$8131. Send protests to: Ross A. Davis, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions. 900 U.S. Customhouse. Second and 
Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa, 
19106. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 840 TA>. filed 
August 18, 1967. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC.. 520 East 
Lancaster Avenue. Downlngtown, Pa. 
19335. Applicant’s representative: Edwin 
H. van Detisen (same address as above) . 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes transporting: Hydrooen peroxide . 
In bulk, in tank vehicles, from Rochester. 
N.Y., to Gcneseo, N.Y., for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: E. I. du Pont de Ne¬ 
mours U Co., Wilmington. Del. 19898. 
Send protests to: Peter R. Ouman, Dis¬ 
trict Suj>ervisor t Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 900 
UJ8 Customhouse, Second and Chestnut 
Streets. Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 128947 (Sub-No. 2 TA>, filed 
August 17. 1967. Applicant: CLEVE¬ 
LAND BULK TRANSFER, INC., 10655 
Royalton Road. North Royaiton, Ohio 
44133. Applicant’s representative: Paul 
P. Beery, 100 East Broad Street, Colum¬ 
bus. Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
«*rate as a contract carrier, by motor 
chicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Automobile bodies, wrecked or 
trapped, not on their own wheels, and 
not bundled, for remelting purposes, 
from points In Pennsylvania. West Vir¬ 
ginia, Kentucky, and Indiana, to Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 


pers: Luria Brothers & Co., Inc.. 161 East 
42d Street. New York. N.Y. Send protests 
to: G. J. Baccel. District Supervisor. In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. Bureau 
of Operations, 435 Federal Building. 
Cleveland. Ohio 44114. 

No, MC 129281 (Sub-No. 1 TA>. filed 
August 18. 1967. Applicant: RICHARD 
A. EDWARDS, Route 1, Clear Lake, WLs. 
54005. Applicant’s representative: A. R. 
Fowler, 2288 University Avenue. St. Paul. 
Minn. 55114. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Wood chips, in bulk, from Conneraville. 
Wls., to St. Paul. Minn., for account of 
Hamisch Lumber Co., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Hamisch Lumber Co.. 
Connorsvilie, Wls. Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor A. E. Rathert. Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. 448 Federal Building and U.8. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street. 
Minneapolis. Minn. 55401. 

By the Commission. 

(seal 1 H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

|PR. Doc 07-10070: Plied, Aug. 25. 1907; 
8:4 H am i 


[Notice 271 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 

PROCEEDINGS ' 

August 23. 1967. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 279 >, 
appear below: 

As provided In the Commission *s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. tlie filing of such a petition will post¬ 
pone the effective date of the order in 
that proceeding pending Its disposition. 
The matters relied upon by petitioners 
must be specified In their petitions with 
particularity. 

No. MC-FC-69762, By order of Au¬ 
gust 18, 1967, the Transfer Board ap¬ 


proved the transfer to Engel Trucking. 
Inc.. Greenville. Pa. 16125, of that portion 
of the operating rights of Presgravc 
Bros., Inc,, Cleveland. Ohio 44306. in 
certificate No. MC-80998, issued May 23. 
1941, authorizing the transportation of 
machinery, machine parts, contractors’ 
equipment and supplies, and commodities 
requiring specialized handling or riggtng. 
over irregular routes, between points in 
Cuyahoga County, Ohio, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in a described 
portion of Michigan, and points In a 
described portion of Pennsylvania. 
A. Charles Tell, Suite 1800, 100 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-89796 By order of Au¬ 
gust 17. 1967, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to James M. Crossin, 
doing business as Arnold Movers. Fair- 
field. Conn., of the operating rights In 
certificate No, MC-34078. Issued Sep¬ 
tember 9. 1940. to John V. Arnold. 110 
Beachview Avenue. Bridgeport. Conn., 
authorizing the transportation of house¬ 
hold goods, over Irregular routes, be¬ 
tween Bridgeport. Conn., and points in 
Connecticut within 10 miles of Bridge¬ 
port. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in New York. New Jersey. Penn¬ 
sylvania, Massachusetts. Rhode Island, 
Maryland, and Delaware. Edward 
Krusnow. 945 Main Street, Bridgeport, 
Conn., attorney for transferee. 

No. MC-FC-69838. By order of Au¬ 
gust 17. 1967, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Grays Harbor 
Lines. Inc., Hoquiani. Wash., of the op¬ 
erating rights in certificate No. MC- 
52330, issued March 29. 1957, to Harbor 
Lines. Inc.. Hoquiam. Wash., authorizing 
the transportation, over regular routes, 
of passengers and their baggage, and ex¬ 
press. mail, and newspapers In the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Olym¬ 
pia, Wash., and Hoquiam. Wash., be¬ 
tween Elma, Wash., and Cheholls, Wash., 
and between Chehalis, Wash., and South 
Bend. Wash., serving intermediate and 
off-route points. Vernon L. Lindskog, 
202—212 Security Building, Olympia, 
Wash., attorney for applicants. 

[seal] H. Neil Garsok, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 67-10071; Filed. Aug. 25. 1967; 

• 48 aja.J 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—AUGUST 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during August. 


3 CFR 


Page 


Proclamations: 

3797.. 11259 

3798 . 11373 

3799 . 11729 

3800 _____. 12035 

Executive Orders: 

11248 (amended by EO 11367) _ 12037 
11327 (superseded In part by 
EO 11366). 11411 

11365 _ 11111 

11366 . 11411 

11367 . 12037 

Presidential Documents Other 

Than Proclamations and Execu¬ 
tive Orders: 

Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 
1967.. 11669 

4 CFR 

20- 11313 


5 CFR 

213.-. 11313. 

11375. 11515. 11609. 11770. 11847, 
11981, 12383,12437. 

713- 11847 

1001- 11113 

7 CFR 

6—. 12437 

52. 11467 

201- 12155 

210. 12083 

354. 11981 

401...„.11731 

407. 11755 

601. 11615 

701. 11117, 11261 

718- 11755 

724 _ 11203 

725 . 11413 

728... 11609. 11755, 12083 

792 . 11515 

793 - 11515 

893_ 11467 

908. 11203, 

11375, 11467, 11697. 11756. 11984. 
12438. 

910- 11375. 

11413. 11697, 11731, 11984, 12046, 
12438. 

915. 11731 

917- 11516.12439 

919. 12398 

921 . 12083 

922 . 12155 

923 . 12156 

925- 11413 

927_ 11698 

944 _ 11756 

945 - 11698 

958. 11203. 11261 

980- 12156 

987- 11847, 11848 

989.. 12167 

993- 11313 

1004- 11204. 11414 

1012-- 11206 

1013- 11414 
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1034. 12166 

1050- 11207 

1068- 11416 

1073. 11130 

1076_ 12439 

1090. 11130 

1101- 11131 

1103. 11132 

1106. 11134 

1125 . 11925 

1126 . 11134 

1128. 11134 

1138. 11135 

1421... 11376, 11848. 11928. 12046. 12176 

1464. 11416 

1488- 11416 

1822 ..._. 11757.12398 

1823 - 11417. 11425. 11621 

1833- 11929 

1891. 11417 

Phopostd Rules: 

27. 11278 

51.—... 12052 

81-11279 

722. 11475 

724- 11225 

729. 11957 

777. 11533 

817_ 11996 

906_ 11887 

919- 11535 

921 - 11333 

922 - 11333 

923 - 11333 

924 . 11475 

926 . 11801 

927 . 11957 

948. 11803 

958-... 11475 

971. 12189 

980 - 11281 

981 .. 11476.12444 

987- 11164 

989- 11226 

991. 11736 

993- 11233. 11476 

1004.. 11334.12444 

1008. 12189 

1032 . 12005 

1033 . 11737 

1034.-- 11535.11887 

1050. 12404 

1067- 11887 

1073- 11233. 11566 

1076... 11888 

1099_ 11709 

1125. 11476, 11567, 12059 

1133--- 11476. 11957 

8 CFR 

100.... 11628 

103. 11628 

204-11628 

211 . 11516 

212 --11516. 11628 

214-11517, 11628 

231- 11517 

235. 11628 

238. 11628 

241- 11517 
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_____11376 
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310 _ 

____11135 

Proposed Rules: 


102_ 

__ 11801 
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318_._ 

....._11355 

328.. 

..11236 

10 CFR 

2 _ 

_11379 

8.. 

. 11379 

Proposed Rules: 


50_ 

1127R 11759 

70. 

. 1195* 

115,. 

_ 11278 

12 CFR 
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19__ - 


208_ 

_ 11208, 11262 

262.. 

_ 11984 

263. 

_ 11140 

308_ 

_ 11147 

545_ . . 

__11848 

555 .. 

... 12387 

640_ 

_ 12106 

Proposed Rules: 
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_11237 
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.. 12387 

120 

.. 11770 
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... . 11208.11732 

122. 

. 11699 

14 CFR 
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_11629 
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11209, 11314, 11380, 11381. 11630. 

11704. 11849, 12050. 12110. 12387 

71__11154-11156. 

11314, 11381, 11429, 11519-11521 

11630-11632, 11772, 11773. 11649. 

11850, 12050. 12110-12113. 12388, 

12442. 

73_ 11381, 11521. 117*4 

75.- 11774. 12113. 12388 

__1H- 9 

97_.11315, 11633. 11732. 11935. 12389 
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Proposed R vims: 

39 _11186, 

‘11335,11336, 11862,12065.12066, 
12405. 

61_11573 

71.. 11167. 

XI168.11282.11385. 11477.11574- 
11576.11643. 11803-11805,11882. 
12110-12121,12449. 

75 _11336 

91 11958 

121 . 11160. 11477. 12405 

202 ..11170 

203 . 11170 

216 _11480 

217 _11337 

221_12190 

234_ 11883 

375.—__11480 

389_11278 


15 CFR 
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370... 

372 . 

373 .. 
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385_ 
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_ 12441 

... 11765. 12441 

_ 11766 

_ 11766 

.. 11766. 12114 

_ 11767 

. 11767 
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10__ 12059 


16 CFR 

13.. 

302* IIIIIIIII”! 

17 CFR 
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240_ 
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274 .. 
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18 CFR 
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. 11330 


_ 11945,11987 
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_ 11803. 12116 


12177 


11733 

11733 

11733 

11521 

11263 


120 _ 11157. 11263. 11321 

121 _ 11157. 11432. 11521. 11734. 11988 

141..11210. 11522 

141a_11210 

141d. 11851 

145_ 11523 

147____11523 

148n. 11629.11988 

1482_ 11523 

191__ 11322,11323 

Proposed Rules: 

1_ 12060 

3..—. 12404 

17_11576 

121.. 11334. 11443 

22 CFR 

_ 11641 

_ 11775 

11264 

502_11157 

23 CFR 

255. 11776 

24 CFR 

7.. 11157 

200 _ 11468 

201 _ 11328 

207. 11526 

221. 11526 

231. 11526 

1100. 11526 

25 CFR 

52 _ 
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26 CFR 

l.. 
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Proposed Rules: 

1_ 

28 CFR 

29 CFR 

460_ 

462.. 

545.1_ 

681. 

1500.. 

Proposed Rules: 

512. 

31 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

306_ 


248_ 

280_ 


11706 

11160 

12102 

11780 

11265 


286a__ 

5i8Z...’’.ZIZZ.Z~Z 

536.. 11469.11780 

730. .. 11265 

732_JL. 11851 

800_11782 

819a_11782 

838_ 11783 

882_ 11852 

1260_ 11324 

1453. .. 12400 


32A CFR 

Ch.VUBDSA): 

Reg. 2. 

Ch. X »OIA': 

Reg. 1_ 

Proposed Rules: 
Ch.XcoiA): 
Reg. 1- 


33 CFR 

1_ 


36 CFR 

7 .- 


_ 11225,11736 

_ 11210 

_ 11988 


38 CFR 

3- 
14_ 


_ 11777 

11779 


_ 11468 

11210 


11214 
-. 11162 

17.11382 

39 CFR 

Ch. I_ 12252 

113.-_ 12400 

127.~ 12400 

142. 11328 

541. 11527 

742.. 11785. 12115 

822. 11384 


- 11217, 11533, 12182 4] CFR 
__11160 


_ 12178 

_ 11433 

. 12383 

_ 12178 

. 11988 

_ 12117 


11216 


32 CFR 

Ch. L.. 11382 

1 . 12084 

2 . 12097 

3 ...- 12097 

4 _ 12097 

5 . 12098 

7_ 12098 

9 . 12099 

10 _ 12099 

11 . 12099 

12 . 12099 

16.....12101 

18__12102 

40_12179 

163. 11949 


5A-1_11384 

5A-3. 11384 

5A-16_ 11384 

5A-73. 11384 

6-1.12115 

6-75._ 12115 

9-1.... 11328, 11433 

9-8.-*._ 11323 

9-15. 11328 

9-58. 11328 

11-3_ 11470,11706 

11-5. 12442 

101-25_ 12400 

101-26__-.11162 

101-27. 12401 

101-43_ 12402 

Proposed Rules: 

50-204. 12449 

42 CFR 

53 _ 11875 

54 .—__11875 

57-_ 11875 

59a. 11875 

77. 11990 

Ch. IV..11735 


43 CFR 

Public Land Orders: 

4261 _ 

4262 .. 

4263 __ 

4264 _ 


_ 11875 

_ 11875 

_ 11876 

. 11876 
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Proposed Rules: 


23. 12059 

2244_ 11996 

3170_11996 

4120. 11192 

45 CFR 

85. 11947 

121. 11434 

801. 11440.12180 

1100-11215 

46 CFR 

308. 11527 

47 CFR 

0. 11213,12180 

1 _ 11214 

2 . 11991 

17-11266 

21. 12040 


64- 11274 

73 ..—_ 11214 , 

11471, 11472, 11531. 11708, 11796, 
11876.11877.11879.12402. 

74 . 11991 
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Proposed Rules: 
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..__12121 

49 CFR 
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.-.11473 
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288.. 
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